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FOREWORD. 


In forming our opinion on the negotia- 
tions betvveen Mr. .iiıınah and Mr. Gandhi 
at Bombay, we should stud}^ the sequence 
of events as well as the text of the 
correspondence which is published in 
this brochure. 

On April 8. 1944, Mr. C. Rajagopala- 
chari sent a letter to Mr. Jinnah endo- 
sing what is called the Rajaji formula 
which he descıibed as “the hasis for a 
setrlement which I discussed wıth Gan- 
dhıji in March, 1943, and of which he 
expressed full approvaT’- It was 'followed 
by another letter in which Vir. Bajagopal- 
acbari expressed disappointment that 
the President of the Müslim League 
was unable to appıove of the teııns. 
The fact \vas that Mr. Jinnah expressed 
his willingness to place the l'ormula 
before the Working Committee of the 
Müslim he^due as he couîd not individu- 
ally take the responsibility of accepting 
or rejectıng it. Here it may be noted 
that the formula vvas not öpen to discus- 
sionoran}^ modification. Mr. Rajagopala- 
chari would not ağree to such a perfectly 
constitutional course, but strangely 




FOREVVORD. 


In forming our opinion on the negotia- 
tions V 3 et\veen Mr- .1 itinalı and Mr. Gandhi 
afc Boınba^s we should study the sequence 
of events. as well as the text of the 
correspondence wlnch is published in 
this brochure. 

"On April 8. 1944, Mr. C. Rajagopala- • 
chari sent a letter to Mr. Jinnah enclo- 
sing \vhat is called the Rajaji formula 
which he descıibed as *‘the basis for a 
setrlement whiciı I discussed wıth Gan¬ 
dhi ji in March, 1943, and of which he 
expressed full approval”. It was foilowed 
by another letter in which Vir. Kajagopal- 
achari expressed disappointment that 
the Prcsident of the Müslim League 
vvas unable to appıove of the terıns. 
The fact was that Mr. Jinnah expressed 
his willingness to place the formula 
before the Working Committee of the 
Müslim League as he could not individu- 
ally take the responsibility of accepting 
OT rejectıng it. Here it may be noted 
that the formula was not öpen to discus- 
sionoraıi}^ modification. Mr. Rajagopala' 
chari \vould not agree to such a perfectly 
constitutional course, but sfcr^nge/y 




(c) 

wıth his collaborator, for more than a 
year like a dead secrer.. Meanwhile, 
there was another significant. mpve of 
Mr. Gandhi vis-a-vis the Viceroy to reach 
an undei sfcandıngj a nıove which was not 
revealed to Mr. Jinnah as the parallel 
correspondence with him was in progress. 
Let us see how Mr. Gandhi’s overtures 
to the Viceroy were timed. 

Ic wıll be remembered that Mr. Gandhi 
arranged an interview to \lr.. Stuart 
Gelder, correspondent of the News Chr- 
onicle, in which he gave his views on 
the situation for the indirect edification 
of Lord Wavell. This correspondent 
was to be an intermediary between the 
Congress Dictator and the Viceroy just 
as another Englishman, Vfr. Reginald 
Reynolds, had been engaged to carry a 
letter from Mr. Gandhi to the then Vice- 
ro 3 ^ Lord Irwin. Instead of using the 
Post Office, Mr. Gandhi preferred this 
courier system which undoubtedly adds 
to the lustre of Congress publicity. What 
happened was that the Gelder move “mis- 
fired”- the Mahatma’s word-whereupon 
Mr. Gandhi wrote on July 15 from Panch- 
gani to the Viceroy calling Lord MVavell’s 
attention to the Stuart Gelder affair. 
Lord Wavell replied in a letter dated July 
22 asking the Mahatma for a definite and 
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constructive policy for His Exrellei'cy 
to consider. Five davs later. on Julv i'7. 
1944. Mr. Gandhi replied statin^ t.lıac 
the time had come. at last. for friendlv 

to 

talks. Next, on Aııgust 15, 1944 (nineteen 
days after the despatclı of Mr. Gandhı's 
îetter) Lord \Vaveil sent his answer con- 
taining a staternent of Government policy 
as against. Mr. Gandln's “conerete proposal 
of a National Government " responsible 
to the eleeted mcmbeıs of the Assembly, 
the majority of whom are Hindus. In 
other wo!ds, there was no change. My 
surınisc is that m the long intcrval the 
Viceroy must havc contacteo Whiteha]l 
to formulate the policy stated in the Îetter 
under reference. It is paralleî to this 
privare correspondence \vith Lord Wavell 
which was hid from Mr. Jinnah’s eyes. 
that a brief eKchaıme of lettera took 
place bet\veen Mr. Cîandhi and the Pre- 
sident of the Muslini I.eacue. Mark the 
dates again. On July 17. Mr. Gandhi 
writes from Panchgani to Mr. Jinnah at 
Srinagar a îetter accompanied by a tran'^la- 



(e) 




convenient time. Lafcer Mr. .Tinnah in- 
forıned him from Bomba)’ thafc August 
19 would be suitable but. unfortuııately 
he took ili and lıis doctors fcrbade him 
against undertaking any woTk involving 
sfcrain. ’J’he mafcter was promptly con- 
veyed to Sevagıam and later Septem- 
ber 9 was fixed lor the first meeting \vhich 
took place acccrding to the scheduled 
time. 

MeaTiwhile Mr. Jinnah had at the 
meeting of the Council of the League 
at Lahore public])’ examined tiıe contents 
of Rajaji’s formula pointing out how 
the proposal was a disfigured caricatuıe 
of the Pakistan idea, but lıe we]coraed 
the intimation of Mr. Gandhi thaf he 
had agreed to the division of India. Tİjc 
progress of tlıe talks vvas fortunatcly 
brought on record at the suggestion of 
Mr. Gandhi that letters had betler bc 
exchanged for purposes ‘of record and 
clarification. I give important datcs ın 
this story of concurrent correspondcnce. 

Dateline. Subject Matter. 

• % 

Panchgani, July ?5. Stuart Gcider ? stor^ 
Gandhi to Wavell. and the suggestion 

that Gandhi 

ît- allowed to 
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Panch^ani. July 17. 
Gandhi to Jmnah. 

Nc\v DpIIiİ, July 2c. 
\Vavcll to Gandhi. 

Stinacar, Jıılv 24. 
Jinnah to Gandhi. 

Pannh< 2 :ani. July 27- 
Gandhi to W:ıvell. 

No\v Dfdlii, Aug. 15. 
Wavell lo Gandhi. 

Angu^t 1?. 

Septenıber 9. 


contoct his colleaguGs 
in tiıe detention 
camp or outside. 

*‘We must meet". 

A«ks for definite and 
constructıve poiicy. 

Consencin" to moct. 

Ask" for friendiy talks 
\vuh Vicoroy nmking 
concretc proposal. 

“Ban<Tİng the docr’ 
as the Conffres.s Press 
put İt. 

Date for intervieu 
originaüy {ixed. 

Gandhi-Jinnah talks 
begin. 


The inference is clear rhat \vhile 
\vcoinG: Lord VVavcdI, Mr. Gandhi was 
dlso aliw to the impression it could create 
önce ir \vas kno\vn that the Gandhi-Jinnah 
talks mitihf resule in a Hindu-Muslim 

4 * 

settic-ment, thus openiner a new phase of 
concerted aetion boıh by the Hindus and 



tbc Muslinıs to dcniiUH! ılu' iiıuulıı {i( 
po\v(.r fıoın (.lu* l>ıiti?,lı (J()V(‘ntini |ii, 'ritı- 
prospı cr of a 1 lıtıdırMıifdliu ( oik (u d/ıf 
is thc only iJİfj^tDiah' \\dti(lı İlıluıiı dir 
hards and vchtc'd itiU'U'f'-in (‘fMilrl ( vf'( lılıvt 
in respcct of îndih» f'.iiK llıf v ('(udd ufd 
f.heroaftcr İrade f)i) ide pleo (d Hindu 
Müslim dİHtîDİty lo ılıf* f(-tnd.»v- d If' 
dates indıcaie tliat Mı, fdoıdlıi ’.ej(.l,/,d 
Lord Warclî 10 !cfıow Hıaı If a fd/odl/ 
respons(; fo lıi<. advarıoe?; did fıol f/ıaHod'd 
ise, he v/oulrl form afi voM, Ifı^ 

Müslim fy;fı^jı<'-. wld<'h lıad h-'-'r. //'m'' l.a 
dowed hy lıia ao/'eplar/o r/i \\,( ('>■ H 
formnla v;hich for fl/ diO-- 0 /. ol 


Indıa a<*. prıneıpfe artd /. f/>ju 
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mans in İİK' foımat.inn nf thc EkccuİJvc. 
Buh riıon rhaf \vould I mitral»' Mr. 
GaiKİlu’s nmlurKMi to mstal a “National 
Government ' rosponsıble to t he llındu 
maiorıty in tht* Asscıııldv vvlıo uauıld be 
nndcrtin* tluıınb ol Mıe CaıntîH'SS Hııdt 
Commaml aiKİ tim vesttai mr>oM\st'! \vil-h 
\vhicii tlıc (’oniîn'ss ıs bocomıng ıncıcas- 
ınjîly and ınsidıously ım-rj'cd for thc 
t’onfrol ot [)owoj. 

Mr. Gandhı mct> Mr. Jınnaiı. Hc 
maintainod that hu lepıesenl'od nnbocly 
but liimsıdt, an awk\vaid po^ıtıon lor 
tho Prcsıdent. of l.he Mnslım Leıijui" in 
f.he matteı of ıiogotiat.mns. Neverthel» ss, 
Mr. Juınah puc uo tvıch \vhac renliy is a 
i'ond prefcance of t.he Coniirı-'.s Diotaror. 

lan ıvlad th ıt thc exchın‘_'c of uh'us 
and e.vo!aıntıons u'cie pııc iıı hlack and 
\vhicc for two rcasons. Itı ıs an education 
to the publu'. Sccondiv, ıt pror.ect'' thc 
Presuiont of tlıc Müslim Lenjsac (at K->ast 
in tlıe cyoa of ımpaıtial observers) agninst 
falso acousations and mcndacious vorsions 
of whafc happenod. 

1 \vould ilke to d''aw the atrention of 
readers to a fc\v saiient l'catures of the 
Rajaji formula. The lasfc clause sfafces 
fchafe the terms of tlıe setblement proposed 



(i) 


would be binding only if the British 

Government transferred full power. A 

settlemeııt, if it ıs genuine, nıust be 

accented and should remain honoured on 
* 

İcs inti'insic metits, but Mr. Rajagopal- 
achari wanted it as an opportunistic man- 
eouvre. Bt'itish statesmen are too shrewd 
for this kind of thing, nor do Mussu-mans 
wanr. a superficial patch-up to over-avre the 
British Government and make them part 
witlı povver in order to validate the terms 
of a Hinda-Mushm settlement. Further 
the Rajaji formula wants a disfcrict-wise 
plebiscite to be taken in the Pakistan 
provinces, the test being the recording of 
an absolufce majority of adults in favour 
of separation or against it. Ifc was a subtIe 
ınove to riddle the fabric of Pakistan 
wifch so many hoies and pockets, and it 
was calcnlated therefoı-e to sabotage the 
\vhole scheme of dıviding British India 
into Pakistan and Hindustaın the former 
containing a majorit}' of Muslims and 
the latter a majority of Hindus, both the 
Sovercign States being affianced if they 
so wilb by treaties and engagements as 
sovercign units and piedged by the bonds 
of reciprocit37 to the principle of a fair 
deal and no discrinıination for the citizens 
o{ both areas. There was no plebiscite 
in Ireland when Ulster and Eıre separated. 



t'"''' 

, tvvc '’’r^c<"«'V' 

r U,î.\OVV v\;. '^‘'\'cVA' ,.(\ 

tv\Ûov^î'^ vıu '"' .,u 

c»sc „:u.o"",'i: "'■• 

l“o\v"'= ' ot - 


veto bv - ,ovAd 

■\ Ao ‘•^\^sob'^ ;cVi-A- 

»e" on iennU,,i":ro'^ 

f''\bso\o« ''“\irbe 

c>tno'<"^"'d JeS'" :;;ı:v"oo'^ 

".»not o^iofoi «Vte (-‘o^'^ot 

;v,evo^®' letcvs^ \bc^ 

<'■ rötî 

: »*“r.be to^:' 

ot \-"''^l and tv>0 ^entton 'tt 

oî voteîS I 

0^\y t'^O Ç° 



connecfcion \vith Mr. Gandhi's contenfcions 

as found in tise covrespondence. Heginn- 

ing with the plea that he favoured the 

Rajaji formula, he upon thejoinb examina- 

tion with Mr. Jinnah of ifs defects per- 

fornıed a somersault saying fchat the Rajaji 

formula lay ‘‘shunted oft” the lails- Very 

unnecesaarilV he raısed conundrunıs about 

» ^ 

fche Two Nations Theory, the status of 
converts. the place of Pan-Islansism in 
Pakistan and other issues remote from 
the simple qnestion of arnving at a Hiudu- 
Muslim settlement. Indian MuFİims to- 
day daim that they constitute a nation 
by every test of definition but what is 
more vital they are profoundly conscious 
of their sense of nationalit}; they are also 
aware of rhe spirit of Hindu reisaissance 
and the Caste-Hindu Imperialisnı that has 
expressed itself through Congress activi- 
ties apart from the ideology and social 
Outlook of the Hindus which differentiate 
their political aıms- Mr. Gandhi would 
not in his replies exp!ain his ideas of a 
transitional Government and its aııthority 
during the transition, tvhereas tlıe Muslini 
daim is that önce the principle of 
Pakistan is accepted, constitution-making 
bodies could be formed to adjust differen- 
ces, if need be with the aid of experts to 
solve particular difficulties. The Mııslim 



cn.'îp h.ı? l'i'i’n nusu')'!iıı matıv 
qnn;'cii' hıi" a stuıiv nî (h.- lottcrs liıat 
pn??oıl bol'.vcon tho tw(' l(';uİı'rs u'ouKl 
u'v>':ıl İM'\v cid^i' tn f'Mİıî !<'; Mr. .iinunii 
nıovi'd and lıo\v .uimhiksIv Ih' s nııdıt 
claîliu'atioi! «vn tiıc pı.actical aspıa't'^ ol 

iho prolıU'in. osplainin}', ın turu any point 
on \vliuh Mr. luu\dlu vvantad further 
hiiht- 


Whcn thc no<i .tiations hroln' cıown, 
boHı oi thcMu sul)sci'ihaci to a srat'ıonıcnı 
to the cffcct thac tlıcv rcf^anha] nojjoiia- 
tions as not having bcı*n closcd and Mr. 
Gandhi rvhon lıc \vas prcssı’d by tim 
representatives of thc Press said tliat thc 
matter stood adjourncd .si/ıc rlir. [Jnfor- 
tunately Mi’.Ganihi indulged ın misrepre- 
sentations atrer tbe event in order to 
make Mr. Jinnah appear as thc one obsta- 
cle to a settlement. Upon the question 
of the leakage of correspondeııce and 
other invidious matfceıs I need not; d\vell. 
Mr. Gandhi \vas not serious abour a 
setcieınenfc as his îetfcer to Mr. Jinnah lıad 
made it appear and as thc days passed he 
constuntly clıanged his ground tıigzagging 
betwo.cn the Rajaji formula and his o\vn 
“proposaF’. It is amazing that he should 
daim to have conceded the esse tice of 
the Lahore Resolufcion tvhıle he is reluctant 



to accept the Labore Resolution 
itself. 

The day affcer t-he breakdown, Mr. 
Gandhi’s own paper voicing as it does bis 
views, came out saying that the Müslim 
League should repudiate Mr. Jinnah’s 
leaderslıip and find someone else to speak 
for Müslim India. îf this is the lesson 
they have^ learnt from the faılure of the 
talksf I can only say tbat I am sorry for 
our Hindu friends. From ali parbs uf 
India the Musîims upon leaıning about the 
failure and also understanding the nature 
of the correspondence released, expressed 
their unabated confidence in their leader. 
There has been regret över the failute of 
the calks, but it is., peıhaps deeper among 
the Muslınısas a wbole sn.ce their case 
had-been put hy Mr. Jı/ınah in nıoderation 
and t;v a searchmg anaKsisut ali the faets 
and proposals that pcrtaın to a Hindu- 
Muslinı settlenumt. Xo\v that Muslıms 
have a clear güab rhey at o faı more self- 
possessed in their politıcal argument 
than the Ilındus \vht» dıeam stili of the 
politics that \v('ıuld lead thenı to All-India 
domination and \vho at riıe ^an^e time 
• realıse m their \v;ıkıng^ homv that ıt ıs 
iınpossiblc for them to achieve. I hope 
Mussalmans of lıght and leadıng \\-ili find 

this İKiok a valuabîe work of reference and 
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RAJAGOPALACHARI-JINNAH 

CORRESPONDENCE. 


Letter from Mr. Rajagopalachari to Mr. Jinnah. 

NEVV DELHİ, April 8, 1944. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Here is the hasis for a settlement whiclı I dis- 
cnssed wit’h Gandhiji in March 1943, and of "vvhich 
he expressed full approval. He then authorized ms 
to signify his approval of these terms should I be 
able to convince you of their being just and fair to 
ali. As tlıc Government have refused to relax 
any of the restrietions imposed on him to enable 
him to disouss or negotiate terms of any settlement, 

I writc this to 3 'ou on his behalf and hopo that this 
will bring about a final settlement of the most 
unfortunate impasse we are in. You are awai‘e of 
the intensitj’’ of my desire for a settlement. I wa8 
veıy glad when I found it possible to obtain Gandhiji’s 
approval of these terms. I hope that you will bestow 
3 'our fullest thought on the justice and fairness of 
these proposals and help to terminate a condition o.^ 
affairs whieli is steadily causing all-round deteriora 
tion in tlıe countr 3 \ 

Yours sincerely, 

Enelosure ; C. R. Formula. C. Rajagopalachari. 
(Appendix B.) 

Letter from Mr. Rajagopalachari to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, NEW DELHİ, April 17, 1944. 

The proposal I gave you in vriting vhen we last 
met in Delhi must be stili vith j’^ou and perhaps you 
have read it över again and given further thought 

\ 




RAJAGOPALACHARI-JINNAH 

CORRESPONDENCE. 


Letter from Mr. Rajagopalachari to Mr. Jlnnah. 

NEW DELHİ, April 8, 1944. 

Dear Hr. Jinnah, 

Here is the basis for a settlement whiclı I dis- 
cıısscd •svith Gandhiji in March 1943, and of which 
he expr3ssed full approval. He then authofized n>s 
to signify his approval of these terms should I be 
able to convince you of their being just and fair to 
ali. As thc Government lıave refused to relax 
any of the restrictions imposed on him to enable 
him to disou.ss or negotiate terms of any settlement, 

I write this to you on his behalf and hope that this 
wiU bring about' a final settlement of the most 
unfortunate impasse we are in. You are au'ai'e of 
the intensity of nıy desire for a settlement. I wa8 
very glad when I found it possible to obtain Gandhiji's 
approval of these terms. I hope that you will bestorv 
your fullest thought on the justice and fairness of 
these proposals and help to terminate a condition of 
affairs which is steadily causing all-romıd deteriora 
tion in the country. 

Yours sincerely, 

Enclosure : C. R. Formula. C. Rajagopalachari. 
{Appondix B.) 

Letter from Mr. Rajagopalachari to Mr. Jlnnah. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, NEW DELHİ, April 17, 1944, 

The proposal I gave you in vriting when rre last 
met in Delhi must be stül "vvith you and perhaps you 
havc read it över again and given further thought 



fco it, I ^vas mıu’h <Uv'.a|»pınntr(l, ıw ynu au'arc, 

at your inability to upprovr of \\m^ taıans. Hut l 
hopo yon nıay ]>('rhjıps rcn'onHİder yonr posîtion. 
I sinct'rcly l^eHcvo ilmi tlu» propoanls lorm a fair 
and Patisfaotory ])îmiîr’ of sottloınont, l Hİıaü bo 
gıateful to lumı iVüin you \o \vhotlU'r yotı have 
rccoîmulered t he malt (a- 

Yonrt4 s'mcoroly, 

C. Ilajagopuhıclmri, 

Telegram from Mr. Rajagopalachari 
to Mr. Jinnah, 

POONA. Jnne 30, 1944, 
Qaid4*Azanı Jinnah. Guest ilonse, Srinngar, 

My lettcr dated April 17, louching matter pcrso- 
nally discussed on April S venvains yet nnans^vsrcd, 
Have now met Gandhiji \vho stili holds by fomtıla 
presented to yon by me. I wonld liko now publiah 
bhe form ula and your rcjcciion, This tclegraras îs 
sent with Gandhiji’s approval. I would like you at 
this jımcturc to reeonsider yonr rejeetion. 

i\ Rajagopaîachari. 

Dilknsha, Panchgani^ 

Telegram from Mr. Jinnah to 
Mr. Rajagopalachari 

SRİNAGAR, July 2, 1044. 

Mr. Rajagopalachari, Dilkuslm, Panchgani. 

i 

Yonr reqncst to publish your fonunla. Yonr 
wrong vcısion our talk tluit l rejectcd your fonunla 
is unfair sui)rising. Truo fuets are 1 was \vilUng 
placo yonr fonunla before IVorlcing Comıuitlee 
Müslim Leaguo aîtbouglı it mis not opeu to any 
modificntion but yon did not auree a!low rae to do 

S.. 
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60 . Hencc no further step \vas taken. My reaction 
"n^as tliat I could not personallj^ take responsibility 
of accepting or rejecting it and mj' position remains 
.samo today. If Mr. Gandhi evcn no\v .sends rae 
direct his proposal I aın 'u'iDing place it beforc 
Muslini League Working Committee. 

M. A. JINNAH. 

Telegram from Mr. Rajagopalachari 

to Mr. Jinnah 

PANCHGANI, July 4, 1944. 
Qaid-i-Azanı Jinnah, Guest House, Srinagar. 

Thanks telegram. My letter April 17 showe(J 
how I felt över what I thought was rejection of 
formula so far as you were personaUy concerned. 
Shall be glad indeed if as your telegram suggests 
you did not reject it. Gandhiji though not vested 
with representative or special authority in this 
matter defînitely approved 1113 ’ propo.sal and authori- 
zed me to approach you on that ba.sis. Now again 
he reafPirms his assent. Weight of lıis opinion wouId 
most probably secure Congress acceptance, You 
were unıvilling to accept ıny formula, but ıvf’re 
willing to place it before League Councii. I thiak 
no purpose served by such procedure .so luın: a.s il 
does not ha ve your own support. 

C. Rajagopalacluıri. 

Dükusha, Panohi:.vn' 

Telegram from Mr. Jinnah to 
Mr. Rajagopalachari 

RINAGAK, Jul\ .î. lys-i; 

Mr. Rajagopalachari, Dilkusha. Panobçarn 

Regret unable to go beyond my toıoc'-fv : 1 ■ ' 

M. A .î'N'N I - 
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Telegram From Mr. Rajagopalachari 

to Mr. Jinnah. 

PANCHGANT, July 8, 1944. 

Mr. Jinnah, Guest House, Srinagnr. 

Your telegram of 5th received today. With it 
private negotiation cnds. It is necessary take 
public'into confidence njw. I am accordingly relea- 
8İng entire correspondence ending your wire 5th. 

C. Rajagopalachari. 



Mr. JİNNAH’S SPEECH AT THE MEETING OF 
ALL INDIA MUŞUM LEAGUE COUNCIL HELD 
ON THE 30th JULY. 1944, AT LAHORE 


Since tlıe release of Mr. Gancilıi there lıa.s been 
a flood of statcnıonts, Pre.ss ıc 2 )oi'ts and comments, 
and I have tried to foiio»’ ali this as carefully as 
it is possible for nıe to do so, jJarticnlarly with 
reference to \vhat is callod by Mr. Rajago} 3 alaclıari 
his formula for the Hindu-Mnsîim settlenıcnt, 
and for the moment l Avish to deal with that 
matter. Burying the pa.st and starting from that 
point, let us examine the jjosition. 

On the ISth îlay 1944 Mr. Gandhi’s letter to 
me from prison of May 4th 1943 vras released 
because, it was stated, “Jla^n” had asked for its 
publieation, and that it was owing to the pnblic 
that the letter should see the light of the daj^. 
Henee the release of the letter under Mr. Gandhi’s 
instructions. In that letter Mr. Gandhi says; 
‘T have follovred the proccedings of the Ijcaguc 
as reported in the “Davn” columns. I noted 
your invitation to mc to vTİte to yon. Hencc 
this letter. I Trelcome ■^■onr ijıvitation. I suggest 
our meeting face to face rather than talking 
through correspondenc But î am in yonr hands. 

I hope that this letter Avill be sent to you and. 
if you agree to m,Y propo.sal, that the Government 
n'ill let you visit nıe. One thing I had better 
mention. There seeıns to be an 'if’ about your 
invitation. Do you say 1 shonld vTİte onîy it 
I have changed my heart ? . God alone kno\v.s men’.', 
lıearts. I would like yo»ı to lake me as I am. 

I kne^r tlıe .substancc of thi' letter, because thf 
Government had furnished uif uithitat the tinu^ 
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and in mj^ î^tntcment I i)ointed out tluit it “vvas not 
the kind "of letter ihat I expected from Mr* Gandhi 
in responsa to the appeal which 1 nıado in my 
spe-oh in April 1943 in my prcsidcntial address 
to the Müslim League. It lıas nüw Ijeen fully 
borne out without a shadow of doubt that Mr. 
Gandhi understood that there was an aboııt 

my invitation, which was evaded, İmt nevertlıe- 
less, as tısual, the entire Congress Press accused 
me of having göne back on my word, and did 
everything in their power to misrepresent, vilify 
and ınutilate my specch. That stili reınains 

and the letter stili remains undelivcred to me. 
While IVIı*. Gandhi was busy, and there had been 
a plethora of corrcspondence betwcsn him, from 
the Aga Khan’s palaca at Poona, and the Viceroy, 
and since his release he has been well enough t o 
see numerous proıninent men from day to day 
and to carry on ooiTCspondence u ith the Vîcero^^ 
and others, he has not, howcver, thonght it proper 
to send me even a copy of that letter, being the 
addressee of the original (bnt thonght fit to release 
it to the Press). 

Then comes the next chapter. After ali his 
etTorts had failed to establish contact with Lord 
Linlitlıgow to negotiato with him över the head 
of the Müslim League, complctely îgnoring and 
by-passing it, he sought an intcrview with Lord 
AVavell, his dear friend, conveying to him ad 
naiıseam that he was a friend of the British nation 
and a loyal son of the British Erapire and that 
he shonld be aUowed to meet the members of 
his \Vorking Committee in prison or they should 
he released. and for that purpose lıe said: “I 
plead no\y as a free man for sııch permission. If 
yon will see me hefore deoiding, I shall gladly go 
wherever yon uant me to.” This request of his 
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was refused by the Viceroy by lıis Icttsr of Junc 
22nd. This “No'’ to Mr, Gandhi. it was reported. 
cast a gloom ot Poona, But öven the final effort 
of Mr. Gandhi through the British joumalist 
ûlr. Gelder as a go-between to link bina up with 
Lord Wa,vell ^vas a misfirc. At this psychological 
moment Rajagopalachari was at Poona, and 
suddenly I received a telegram firom him on June 
30th, as another go-between, complaining without 
any reason that his letter of April 8th remained 
unanswered, although he kne'vv prefectly Tvell 
that it reguired no answer, as the answer "vvas 
already given to him, and threat»ning me that 
he vonld like to publish the formula and my rejec- 
tion. He said he had sent the telegram mth Mi'. 
Gandhi’s approval, and further warned rae that 
he would like mc at this juncture to reconsider 
my rejection. İn my reply I pointed out to him 
that lıis version that I had rcjected the formula 
was wrong, and I a m glad that he does not con- 
tradict the true facts as stated bv me but confirni'. 
them, The correspondence was, however, abruptly 
released to the Press, so that I should stand nn 
my trial before tlıe bar of the publio opinion ot 
the world and of India, and especially of the 
Mussalmans. Immediatdy the •îvord had passed. 
and the Congress Press framed various aravc 
charges against me. To give a few instances in some 
of the so-called responsible newspaper.s: “Irrcs- 
ponsiblo and iU-considered reply from cne who 
claims to speak for his communit}' is nothing short 
of a betrayal of his community and the cnuntry 
at largo. It is uou’up to the Müslim oommımity 
to judge the ofiFer ou ir- ınerits and find the 
or İcaders \vho will pla\ the game.’” T'’-’' 
charges lik.» “Jntoxieated with ego and 
“Ucompromising attitude”, “A block in tlı 
frecdom of India”. I( was urged that M 
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should be sacked or madc to rctirc by ]\rııslim India, 
and î>o on and so forth. It is surprising that even 
Mr. Gandhi at this juucture lıas cncoııraged thi? 
propaganda both in this coımtry and abroad by the 
enemies of tho Mııslim Loague, by stating in his 
intcrview on July 13th, that thc Eritish Government 
is using me as a cloak, and that tlıis “diabolical 
conspiracy to stifflie İndia's aspirations must be 
broken/' This is the backgroımd of the so^callod ne* 
gotiations for a Hindn-Muslim settlement started by 
Mr, Rajagopaiacbari with the approval of ^Ir. Gandhi, 
and from the raass of varying statemonts and con- 
tradictions to-day only one essential issuo emerges, 
namely that I am put on my trial and that I have 
now to defend myself. 'fhiTs tlıe private negotiations 
ended, My only sin \vas that I rcqnestcd 
Mr, Rajagopalachari t o aUow mc to place his 
j^roposal before my Working Committce, and that 
as Mr. Gandhi was no longer in prison, I rcquested 
that he should directly conununicate to me vrhatever 
proposals he raay chooso to put forvvard, assuring 
ilim that I would ' placo them before my Working 
Committce. What was the objection to such a 
course ? 1 fail to appreoiate the line adoptod by 

Mr. Gandhi and Mr, Rajagopalachari, and I am 
wilUng to face the vordict of thc Müslim League and 
any other iudependent and impartial men in India 
or abroad. 

This is so far as thc procednre adopted. Now 
wc como to the form of the fonunla. Thcse 
proposals wcro not öpen to any discussion or modi- 
jication. İt was on the hasis of “tako it or leave 
It seems that the Congress phîlosojıhy goes 
one bettcr tlıan tbo Britısh imperialisın. Evon 
the Cripps proposals had the sauction behind thera 
of His Majcstey's Government, and His Majesty’s 
Government sent one of tl)e members of the Cabinet 
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ali the way to India to personally approach the 
Congress and the Muslini League.. Not only that, 
Sir Stafford Oripps was closetted with the Congress 
leaders and the Working Committee for more than 
two weeks in esplaining and clarifying ıvhatever 
points were raised by the Congress and the Müslim 
League. True, there also ıvas that rigiditj’^, that the 
fundaınentals of the Cripiıs pro230sals Tvere not öpen 
to any modification, and that was the reason why 
he failed. But Mr. Gandhi and Mr. Rajagopalachari 
are o xt-Heroding Herod. This is püre and simple 
dictaüon and not a sincere desire to negotiate. In 
the first place, Mr. Rajagopalachari is an expelled 
niember of-the Congress, and wlıatever individual 
efforts he may have ınade were by virtue of the 
ap 2 )roYal of Mr. Gandlıi to his propasals during 
Mr. Gandhi’s incarceration. But oncs Mr. Gandhi 
is released and is a free man, it i.*? up to Mr. Gandhi 
jıersonally to deal with this grave problem df the 
settlement of the Hindu-SIuslim question, and 
there is no need öf any go-between. But Mr. Gandhi 
is too ili, and in his recent interview, when any - 
question was put to hiro, he directed the questioner 
to Mr. Rajagojıalachari, and the Press representatives 
have been told that he had personally subscribed to 
Rajaji’s offer ■vrhen he was fasting in prison camp. 
”It is now 16 months old. Bor the rest of the 
offer, I must carry out the contract between 
Rajaji and mj’self. He is to bear the brunt of ali 
criticism that might be nıade about that offer.” 
It is a pity that he gave no indication of this in his 
famous letter dated 4th May 1943, which stili 
remains undelivered to me, and it has got a 
new name noır, it is not a “formula” bütan “offer”. 

As regards Mr. Gandhi, who says he has subscri¬ 
bed to this üfler, but according to Mr. Rajagopal- 
<xc1io.tİ, it îs o. joiut contribution^^ cind 
tbc (jUGstion ariscs, iıı whcit*capa,city can Mr. Gandhi'ıS 
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'associatîon be jııdged, for he also İp not evcn a 
fouranna meraber of the Congrcss. He has got so 
many capacities—his personal caipacity. his capaciiy 
as the Dictator of the Congress, and above ali, 
his Mahatmaic divine authority, which is gıiided 
by his inner voice, and he is a Satyagralıi and 
the sole interpreter of what it ıneans and stands 
for. He is not a Hindu but a “Sanatanisf', and 
he follows Hinduism of his own. It is rather 
difficult to know as to what capacity Mr. Gandhi 
will use at a given time. Mr, Gandhi, I hope, 
will be good enough to study the constitution, 
rules and regulations of the AU-India Müslim 
League, and that he wi]l nnderstand- better my 
position as the President of a realty well organized 
and democratic body, viz., the All-India jMuslim 
League, for I remember when Mr. Gandhi met 
Lord Linlithgow in September 1939, after the 
outbreak of the vrar, he broke down and tears 
rolled do\vn from his eyes when he visnalized the 
possible destruction by bombing of the Westmin^ter 
Abbey and the Houses of Parliament, and said: 
*‘Wlıat was the nse of Indian freedom if England 
and France 'vvere defeated?’’, he in a statement 
declared his wholehearted and raost enthusiastic 
support for the prosecution of the war. But hardly 
a "vyoek thereafter, the Congress Working Committee 
decided to non-cooperate if their demaud for 
immediate independenco, ete. %vas not met, and as 
a first step the Congress members of the Central 
Assemblv vrore ordered to withdraw. Mr. Gandhi 
tıırned round and said the}’’ wero right, he was 
only in a minority of ono, and advised Lord 
Linlithgow t o come t o * tcrnıs “Nvith the Congress, 
approving of their decision. 

Now wo come to the merits of the proposal. In 
this case we are told by Mr. Rajagopalachari, to 
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cjuote hi.s own ■words of the series of telegrams 
which were released by him:— 

“Mr. Gıındhi, though ntt vested with repre- 
Rentativ’’e or special capacity in this matter, defîni- 
tely approved of my proposal and authorized m e 
to approach yon on that basis. Weight of bis 
opinion would most probably secure Congress 
acceptanoe.” 

^Ir. Rajagopalacbari in bis statement of July 
16tb from Pancbgani starts with an absolutely 
untruo and misleading statement. He says tbat 
“It is now two years since I started work, even 
tbougb I bad secured Gandbiji’s unqııalified snpport 
to tbe sobeme and it conceded ali that the Müs¬ 
lim League had ever demanded in its Resolu- 
tion of 1940.” If tbis is so, why not say we 

accopt tbe League Resolution of 1940? His form- 
ula is a parody, a negation of and intended to 
torpedo the Müslim League’s Resolution of Marcb 
1940, and wben be says tbat bis formula concedes 
ali that tbe Muslini League had ever demanded by 
its resolution, it is tbe grossest travesty. First 
of ali, wbere does he find any mention of “plebis- 
cite” of VLny kind in that resolution? Tben wby 
tbis ridiculous proposal of a plebiseite districtwise ? 
But let me take clause by clause some important 
points of Mr. Rajagopalacbari’s formula. 

Fkst, take tbe preamble, the basis of the terms 
wbich, if accepted, will completely bind the Müslim 
League, wbereas the ÎSIabatma may mtbdraırbis 
blessmgs, as he is not speaking, aceording to Mr. 
Rajagoplachari, vith the authority of the °Congress 
or in his representative capacity, whatever that 
may mean. Then we come to the first clause 
“Subject to the terms set out below as regards 
the Constitution”, I do not see -the Constitutioıı” 
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in this formııla. Which Constitutio’i doos be 
Tcfer to? Then coraes t;l\e demand fov o\ır ondor* 
sing the Indian demand for indepondcncc, T t 
implies that we are against the indcıjendence of 
the peoples of India, and both Mr. Gantlhi and 
Mr. Bajagopalachari hnow that it is an nn-callcd 
for insinuation to nıake, and they are casting an 
unwarranted reflection upon the Müslim Leagnc. 
Next comes the condition that we should co-oper- 
ate with the Congress in the furmation of a 
pro Vision al interim Government for the transitional 
period, thereby arrogating to the Congress a 
dominant and superior position and requiring 
our co-operation, as a sııbordinate body, with 
this leading organı sation, and as t o the kin d of 
provİBİonal interim Government for the transitional 
period that is to be formed, no indication 
is given as to its form, cbaracter, personnel, its 
powers, ete. After the termination of the war a 
Commission shall be appointed for demarcating 
contignous districts in the NortlıAYest and East 
of India, and a plebîseite of ali the inhabitants 
would be held districtwise whcre the Müslim 
population is in absolute majority. It is not stated 
who will appoint this Commission, what vdll be 
its personnel and its powcrs, and ^Yho nûll enforce 
its fîndings. Rcalty, how can Mr. Rajagopal- 
aehari stand nnahashed and make a public state- 
ınent that his formııla concedes ali that the Müslim 
Lcagııe’s Resolııtion of March 1940 demands? It 
ıvonld be öpen t o ali partics t o advocate thoir 
point of viow beforo a plebiseite is hold, althongh 
this agreement is intended to be only between the 
Congress and the League. Noxt, in tho event of 
soparatiou, mutual agreements shall he entered 
iuto for safeguarding defence, conımerce, and 
Communications, and for other essential purposos. 
Tho question arises, safeguarding these matters 
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from whom and what does it nıcanî These mntual 
agreenıents are nıade obligatorj", and it is not 
eaay te understand thc significance of this . 
clause. Thcn coıues the last clause, wlıich is 
the lıeight of ingenuity. These terms shall be 
binding only in case of transfer by Britain of full 
po^ver and responsiblity for the government of 
İndia. But it does not sav to whoın, how and 
wlıen. 

According to the latest statement by î\Ir. Gandhi, 
the Augnst Resolution is “absolutely innocuous”, 
and that ■vvhile his authority has lapsed, the August 
Resolution has not lapsed. Let it no w collapse, for 
the Muslhns do not regard it as innocuous, as both the 
demand and thc sanction for it to force this demand 
are inimical to the Müslim ideals and demands. 
Let Mr. Gandhi ioin hands with the Muslini League 
on the hasis of Pakistan in plain and unequivocal 
language, and we shall be nearer the independence 
of the peoples of india, which is so dear to the 
hoart of not only Mr. Gandhi but of millions in 
this country. Mr. Gandhi and ^Ir. Rajagopal- 
achari are putting the cart before the horse "vvhen 
they say that ali these clauses can have any 
value or can beconıe efPective only if Great Britain 
transfers power to india, save and except acting 
on hift latest seven points and immediately esta- 
blishing a National Government of Mr. Gandhi's 
conception. There is no chanee of it unless the 
Hindus and Muslhns coıne to a settlement and 
ünite and thus by means of a united front wrin 2 
out our freedoın from the unwilling hands of the 
rulera of Great Britian. 

I am sorry if b}^ expressing n\y views honestly 
andfreely and in self-defence, I have hurt any- 
body’s feelings. I purposely did not vish to say 
anything when Mr. Gandhi was good enough to 
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releasc to the Press his famous Ictter to ınc datecl 
May 4th 1943. I refused to say a single worci 
throughout the pcriod commencing fram thc reJease 
of Mr? Gandhi up to date. I ro{a.sed to say nny- 
fclnhg \vhen abruptly the correspondcnce was clo.sed 
and releascd to the Press by Mr. Rajgopatachari. I 
■ lıad expected along with the millions of peoplc in 
this country, that Jlr. Gandhi wouJd rcvioM'- and 
revis'* the entire situation \md give a correct İcad, 
havin» regard to the realities and conditions prev- 
ailingln îndia. But I think in fairncss to the Müslim 
Ijeague and to nıysclf, i must noıv put our ca.se 
before the bae of the woıId opinion, and particularly 
the public opinion of Hindus and Musliras in this 
land, as by the tactics of Mr. Kajgopalachari, as 
approved by Mr. Gandhi 1 ara forced to do so. But 
out of evil coTOCth good, I do not mind ali the 
vidfication and misrepresentation and the base cara- 
paign that is carried on against me. But at last, and 
it is to the good and conducive to fnrther progress, 
Mr. Gandhi has at any ratc in his personal capacity, 
acccptcd thc principle of parûtiou or division 
of îndia. What renıains no\v is the question of how 
and when. This has got to be carried out. 
Mr. Gandhi kuo\vs ı\ud umlerstands the position 
better thau auy living man, for in one of his articles 
in tho ‘Tiarİjau^' he put the question of Pakistan 
demand in a nutsheii. This is what ho said:- 
‘M hopc Qaid-e-Azam does not represeut the cousi- 
dercd opinion cven of his colleagues. Pakistan, 
according to him, in a nutshell, is a demand for 
earving out of îndia a portion t o bo whoUy treated 
as an independent and sovcreign state.” 

I am glad that Mr, Gandhi realîscs that 1944 
îs not 1042. it is so in îuoro senses than one, and 
he may further take into conskloration that 
1939-40'41 is not 1944, 
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] hope î havc nıade it olear that ihe procedııre 
and methotl adopted i? hardly conducive to friendly 
ncgotiations, and the form is püre diotation, as it is 
not öpen to any modification. Tlıis is not caîcnlated 
lo lead to fruitfııl results or a solution and settle- 
ment of the problem which concerns the destiny 
of a nation of 100 mlllions of Muslinıs and their 
posterity, and as regards the merits of tlıe proposal, 
Mr. Gandhi is offering a shadow and almsk, raaimed, 
mutilated, and motlı-eaten Pakistan, and thus 
trying to pass off having met our Pakistan scheme 
and Müslim jieraand. 

But. since ali these happenings I ha ve received a 
letter from Mr. Gandhi dated Julv 17th, and I have 
already replied to him on Julj’’ 24th from Srinagar 
before my departure. They are as follo'vva. Lst 
us thercfore wait and see, hoping for the best, 

1 ask you to pray and give me your blessings. 
God willing, we m ay reach an honourable settle- 
raent. 

{Translation cf Mr. Gandhi s letter in 

Gujrati) 


“Dilkusha”, Panehgani, 
Brother Jinnah, 17-7-1944. 

There was a dav when I could induce vou t o 
speak in the mother tongue. To-day I take courage 
to mite to you in the same language. I had 
invited j'ou to meet me while I \yas in Jail. I havc* 
not writteu to you since mv release. But to-dav 
my heart says that I should write to 3 'ou. We will 
meet ■vvhenevcr you choose. Don*t regard nıe as the 
enemv of İslam or of the Muslims of tlıis countrv. 
I am the friend and servant of not only yourself but 
of the whole vrorid. Do not disappoint me. 
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JOİNT STATEMENT SIGNED BY MR. JİNNAH 
& MR. GANDH! RELEASED TO THE PRESS 
BY MR, JİNNAH ALONG WıTH THE TEXT 
OF CORRESPONDENCE ON THE EVENING 
OF SEPTEMBER 27, 1944. 

“Mr. Gandhi from tbe very commencement of 
our talks made it clear that he had approached 
me in his individual capacity and that he repre- 
sented no one but hinıself. However, he assured 
roe that he was really öpen to conviction and 
cpnversion to the Müslim League Lahore Resolu- 
tion of March 19-fO. 

Without prejudice to raj' objection that in 
order to reach any settlement. negotiations can 
only be carried on properly when the other side 
is also fully represented and vested witb authori- 
ty< in deference to Mr. Gandhi's wishes I agreed 
to the t3sk of persuading and converting him to 
the fundatnentals of Lahore Resoİution. 

I have placed before him everyth/ng and 
every aspsct of the Müslim point of vievv in 
the course of our prolonged talks and corres- 
pondence, and vve discussed ali the pros and 
cons generaily, and I regret to say that 
I have falled in my task of converting 
Mr. Gandhi, 

V/e have» therefore- decided to release to the 
Press the correspondence that has passed 
between us- 

Nevertheless, we hope that the public vrdi 
not feeî embittered. and we trust that thîs ıs 
the final end of our effort- 



JİNNAH-GANDHI CORRESPONDENCE. 


Mr. Jinnah’s letter dated September 10:— 
Dear Mr. Gandhi, 

With reference to our talk yesterday? Seot- 
ember 9th-, ! understood from you that you 

had come to discuss the Hindu-Muslim settle- 
ment with me in your Indivldua! capacity, and 
not in any representative character or capacity 
on behalf of the Hindus or the Congress nor 
had you any authority to do so. I naturally 
pointed out to you that there must be some 
one on the other side vvith authority holding a 
representative status vvith vvhom I can 
negotiate and, if possible, come to a settle- 
ment of the Hindu-Muslim guestlon, and that 
for the position you had adopted there 
was no precedent, and that this raises great 
difficulties in my way. 

As you know, I can only speak on behalf of 
Müslim Indıa and the All-India Müslim League. 
as the President of the organizatıon which 
I represent. and as such I am subject to 
and governed by its constitution, rules and 
regulations- l think you realize and wi!l admit 

that the settlement of the Hindu-Muslim 
guestlon is the foremost and the majör hurdle. 



and uniess representatives of these two 
nations put their heads together, how is one 
to make any headway with it? 

Nevertheless, I explained to j'ou the Lahore 
resolution of March, 1940, and tried to persuade 
you to accept the basic and fundamental prin- 
ciples embodied in it> but you not only refused 

to consîder it but emphasized your opposition 

to the basis indicated in that resolution and 

remarked that there wa5 “an ocean between 

you and me." When I asked you \vhat was 

then the alternative you suggested, you put 
forvvard the formula of Mr Rajagopalachari 
approved by you- We discussed it. and as 
various matters were vague and nebulous, and 
some reguired clarification, I wanted to have a 
clear idea of what it really meant and what were 
its implications, and asked you for esplanation 
and clarification regarding the proposals embo¬ 
died in that formula- 

. After some discussion» you requested me to 
formulate in writing my points that I thought 
reguired. or called foiî an esplanation 
and clarification and to coramunicate wifh you 
and that you would reply in writing before our 
next meeting on Monday» September 11, at 
5-30 p-m- I am, therefore- submitting to you 
the folIowing points which require clarification;- 

(1) Wîth regard to the preamble: in vvhatcap- 
actîy wi(l you be a consenting party if any 
agreement is reached betv/een you and me? 

(2) Clause 1-^ With regard to “the constitution 
for a free India" referred to in tbis clause, I 
should like to know first—what constitution do 

you refer to, who tvili frame it and when will it 
comc into being? 
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( 4 ) Clause 3 -' Who are meant 05 

parties” in this clause? , 

(5) Clause 4: I should like to know between 
wbom and through what machinery and ager^y 
will the “mutual agreements” referred to m tms 
clause be entered into? Wbat is meant by 


“sâfeguarding defence-and commerce . Communica¬ 
tions and ’f or other essential purposes?.-’ Saıeguarc 
ing against 'vyhom? 

(6) Clause 5: “These terms shall be binding 
only in case of transfer by Britain of full. 
and responsibility for the Government of India- 

1 should like to know to whom is this 
power to be transferred, through v/hst 
machinery and agency and when? 


These are some of the important points tçac 
occur to me for the moment, which reçt^î 
esplanation and clarification, and I hope 
you will let me have full details aboutthe varıım 
points that I have raised in order that I n-ty 
be better able to understarid and judge ■jz’-'jz 
proposals before I can deal tvith tfaem iatfm- 
ctorily. 

Yours sincerel~ 

M. A- 

Mr Gandhi's letter dated Septernbe-' ^ ‘‘ — 


Dear Qaid-e Azam, 

.,,1 received your letter yesterde:/ at t-îö 
I was in the midst of appointmerıK-T tatte 
rcply at the earliest opportunity- 

I have said in my letter to jc:.-- ;n::t 

in the Rajajrformula and I have";tatic;"tttt: 
that I have approached you as an ir.fedtab 
life mission has been Hindu-Muslirn ur.rt- 
î v/ant for its own sake but wh:cr. h r ot tt 
achieved- wîthout the foreign ro-ong 
being ousted. 







Hence the first condition of the exercise 
of the right of self-determinatipn is achieving 
independence by the joint action of all parties 
and groups composing India. If such joint 
action is unfortunately impossible, then too, 
1 must fight with the assistance of such 
elements as can be brought together. 

I om glad, therefore, that 50 u did not break 
oft our talks when I refused to assume or accepc 
representative capacıty- Of course, I am 
pledgcd to use ali the influence I may have 
with the Congıess to ratify my agreement with 
you. May I remind you that the Rajaji fromula 
was designed in the first instance for your 
acccptance and s\tbmission thereaftcr to the 
League? 

It is true that I said an oce-m separated you 
and mc in Outlook- But that had no rcference 
ro the Lahore resolution of the League- The 
Lahore resolution is indefinıte- Rajaji has taken 
from it the substance and given it a shape- 

No\v tor the poinıs raised by yoıı- 

] l have already -ınsvvcred thıs ın the 
toregoıng 

2. The constitution will be framed by the 
provisional government contemplated in the 
formula or an authority specially set up by 
it after the British power is withdrawn. The 
independence contemplated is of the whole of 
India as it stands. 

The basis for the formation of the provisional 
ın terim government \vili have to be agreed to 
bcnvcen the League and the Congress- 
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3. The commission will be appolnted by 
the provislonal governnient. Absolute 
majonty means a dear majority över non- 
Musüm elements as İn Sind, Baluchistan or 
the Frontler Province. The form of plebiscite 
and the franchise must be a raatter for discussion- 
i “AII parties” means parties interested. 

5 “Mutual agreement” means agrccment 
between contracting parties- “Safeguarding, 

defence, ete.” means for me a Central or 

joint board of control. Safeguarding means 

safeguarding against ali who ma}- put the 
common interests in jeopardy. 

6 . The power is to be transferred to the 

nation, that îs to the provislonal governmept. 

The formula contemplates peaccful transfer 
by the British Government. So far as î am 
concernedj I should like the transfer to take 
place as early as possible- 

Ycurs sincerely- 

M- K. GANDHI 


Mr Jinnah's letter dated September 11:— 
Dear Mr Gandhi- 

m 

I received your letter of September II at 
5 p.m. today. I note that you have approached 
me as an individual and I have aiready expressc J 
my vietvs about it. Please do not rnke ıc thar 
I acguiescc in the position that you have adonteti 
’or which therc is no precedent. Keverthclc^^ 
proceeded to discuss raatters vıth vou hecausc 
naturally. I am an.'cious to converr \( u to mv 
point of vicw if possible. 1 urged you that the 

only solution of (ndia's problem is to accept 



the division of India as Pakistan and Hindustan, 
as briefly laid down in the Lahore resolution 
of March. f940, and proceed to settte 
details forthwlth. 

■ycu say the Lahore resolution is indefinite. 
You never asked me for any clarification or 
explanation of the terms of the resolution. 
but you really indicated your emphatlc oppo- 
sition to the very basis and the fundamentai 
principles embodied in it. I should, therefore. 
iike to know in what way or respect the 
Lahore resolution is indefinite. I cannot 
agree that Rajaji has taken from it its substance 
and glven it shape. On the contrary, he has 
not only put ir out of shape but mutilated it, 
as I explained in my speech vvhich I delivered 
at the meeting of the Council of the All-India 
Müslim League at Lahore on July 30. 

You say the “first condition of the exercisc 
of the right of self-deterrnination is achieving 
mdependence by the joint action of ali parties 
and groups composing India- If such joint action 
ıs unfortunately impossible, then too I must fight 
with the assistance of such element? as can bc 
brought together" 

This, in my opinion, is, as l have repeatedly 
said, putting the cart before the horse, and 
is generally opposed to the policy and declara- 
tions of the All-India Müslim League. Ycu 
are only holding on firmly to the August 
Resolution of 1942, 

İn order to achieve the freedom and 
fndependence of the peoples of India it is 
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conception? Who will appoint the centra! or 
joint board of control, which wi!i safeguard 
defence ete, and on what principle, through 
what machinery and ageney, and subject to 
whose control and orders will such a Central 
or joint board be? 

You say “the power is to be transferred to 
the nation. that is to the provisional govern 
ment.’’ That is ali the greater leason why I would 
like to know full details of the provisional 
government as contemplated by you and of your 
conception- 

Yours sincerelv, 

M. A. JİNNAH. 

Mr Jinnah's letter dated September 13:— 

Dear Mr Gandhi, 

When you arrived here on the morning of 
the 12th to rpsume our talks you were good 
enough to inform me that you had not had time 
to attend to my letter of September llth, which 
reached you the same day at 10-30. p- m- We met 
again today without having received your reply, 
and I am stili waiting for it. Please therefore 
let me have your reply as soon as possible with 
regard to the various points mentioned in my 
letter to you of September llth. 

. Yours sincerely, 

M. A. JİNNAH. 

Mr Gandhî's letter dated Saptember 14:— 

Dear Qaid-e-Azam. 

I have your letter of 13th instant. I under- 
stood from our talks that you were in no hurry 
for _my ansvver. I was therefore taking the mat- 
ter in a leisurely fashion even hoping that as our 
talks proceeded and as cordiality inereased. 
mutual clarification wouId come of itself and 
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that we wouId only have to record our final 
agreement. But I understand and appreciate 
the other viewpoint. We should take nothing 
for granted. I should clarify your difficulties in 
understanding the Rajaji formula and vou should 
do likewise regarding yours, i-e. the Müslim 
League Lahore i’esolution of 1940* 

With reference to the Lahore resolution, as 
agreed between us, I shall deal •with it in a 
separate letter- 

Perhaps at the end of our discussion 
we shall discover that Rajaji not only has 
not put the Lahore resolution out of shape and 
mutilated it but has given it substance and 
form. Indeed in view of your dislike of the Rajaji 
formula, I have, at any rate for the moment, put 
it out of my mind and I am now concentrating 
on the Lahore resolution in the hope of finding 
a ground for mutual agreement. So much for the 
first paragraph of your letter. 

As to the second, I do hold that unless we 
oust the third party we shall not be able to live 
at peace with one another. That does not mean 
that I may not.make an effort to find vrays and 
means of establishing a living peace betvreen us- 

You ask for my conception of the hasis for 

a provisional Interim government. I \vould 

have told you if I had any scheme in mind. 

I imagine that if we two can agree it vrould be 
for us to consult the other parties. I can say this, 
that any provisional government to inspire 
confidence at the present moment mustrepresent 
ali parties. When that moment arrives, I shall 
have been replaced by some authoritative person, 
though you will have me always at your beck 
and cali when you have converted me or I you, 
or by mutual conversion ve have become one 
mind functioning through tvo ccdıe'. 



As to the third poı'nt, the provisional govep* 
ment bcing the appointing authority Will give 
effect to the findings of the commission. This 
l thought was implied in my prevıous anstver. 

Rajaji telis me that absolute majority is used 
m his formula in the same sense as it is used in 
ordinary legal parlancc wherever more than 
two groups are dealt with. I cling to my own 
answer- But you wıll perhaps suggest a third 
meaning and persuade me to accept it- 

The form of the pieblsdte and franchise 
must be left to be decided by the provisional 
interim government unless we decide it now. 
I shouid say it should be by aduit suffrage of 
ali the inhabitants of the Pakistan area. 

As to the fourth, “all parties” means you and 
I and every one else holding views on the que* 
stion at issue will and should seek by peaceful 
persuasion to influence pubhc opinion as is done 
whcre democracy functions wholIy or in part* 

As to fifth, supposing that the result of 
the pieblsdte Is İn favour of partition, the 
provisional government will draft the treaty 
and agreements as regards the adminîstratlon 
of matters of common interest, but the same 
has to be confirmed and ratifled by 
the governments of the two States, 

The machinery required for the settlement and 
âdministration of matters of common interest 
will in the first instance be planned by the 
interim government, but subsequcntly will be 
matter for setlemcnt between the two govern¬ 
ments acting through the agencies appointed 
by each for that purpose- 
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As to sixth, I hope the foregoing makes 
superfluous any further reply. 

Yours sincerefy, 

M. K. GANDHL 

Mr Jinnah's (etter dated September 14:— 
Dear Mr Gandhi, 

I received your letter of September 14th at 
4-45 p-m- today in reply to my letter of Sept¬ 
ember llth (and not of September 13tb as 
you State, which seems to be a mistake) and I 
thank you for it* 

1. Please let me have as soon as you can your 
promised letter indicating in what way or respect 
the Lahore resolution is ‘indefinite/ 

2* With regard to to the provisfon ın the 
Gandhi-Rajaji fromula that “the Müslim League 
endorses the Indian demand for independence/’ I 
askedyouin my letter dated September lOth- 
“Does it mean the Congress demand for independ- 
ence as formulated in the August 1942 Resolution 
by the All-India Congress Committee in Bombay 
crr if not, what is the significance of this term,” to 
which vou replıed by your letter of September 
llth “The independence contemplated is of 

the whoIe of India as it stands." Hence I agair 
ask, does it mean on the basis of an united 
İndla? I find that you have not clarified the po/c: 
satisfactorily. 

As regards the next part of this cîause 
formula proceeds to lay down that “the 
League will co-operate with the Congress ~- 
tormation of the provisional interim goverrr-T 
for the transitional period,” I regucsted ye- : - - 
letter of September lOth to let me fr.-" - 
basis or the lines on which such a goremre * 
be Setup or constituted-If yoc k'Ti ■ " 



v.avc it. , 

iei'"''jeçA'^^v,^? “tbe'.''*’eU®®"^ atıâ 

tbe to Vs Tvot veî^st ^ 

5'Vbca^S^ntope t^'3?S rptovHa 

^%%Snt f^Stitves f ^^c'otdin^r Ot 

cat^ f i cbata'^J^^^oîoe^^, °^bet^ 

'"if “““'t »« ‘.f rîriSa 

uSote S d toe a ^%at . ^ou\d 

taaia^® Yıo'otd ^ ^îYtaatit \Ntvat 

s;siir>üi*>«srvs 
hs 'sr- »‘”;"K* 

P°^ t V»o'^ ''“, and the o some 

'rfresP“"‘*’'®oO, '°^'^%cM'Pl *at'r"»V 

*''‘'°6k°R“'''''' °t 'of 


-"! u- ^SîHf 

i»SgS - • "• - ‘ 


tb\S V- 

upt 14.^ f.. tt. 

f Se?.«”''loO ‘îf”'” «tef 


tWO 


can 




(15) 


woul(l be for us to consult tbe other partıcs . 
but that is just tbe point* Unless I have somc 
outlines or scbeme, bowever rougb) frorn yovi. 
what are we to discuss in order to reach any 
agreement? 

As regards tbe otber matters wbicb you bave 
furtber explained- I bave noted tbe expIanation, 
and I do not tbink I need press you furtber. 
altbougb somc of tbem are not quite satisfactory- 

Your sincerely, 

M. A JINNAH. 

Mr Gandhi’s letter dated September 15:— 

Dear Qaid -e-Azam, 

This is in terms of our talk of Wednesday, 
13tb instant- 

For tbe moment I have shunted tbe Rajaji 
formula and witb your assistance am applying 
my mind very seriously to tbe famous Lahore 
resolution of tbe Müslim League- 

You must admit that tbe resolution itself 
raakes no reference to tbe two nations theory- 
In tbe course of our discussions you have 
passionateîy pisaded tbat India cofttains two 
nations» i e. Kmdus and Muslims and that tbe 
latter have tbeır homeîands in India as tbe formcr 
have theırs. Tbe mora our argument progressesj 
tbe mora afarmmg your picture appears to me- 
It would be aHîiricg ıf it was true* But my fear 
is grovriçg that it is wboIly unre^ '1 find no 
parallel in bistory for a body o'"' ^.rts and 
tbeir dsscendants daiming to / \ 

frorn tbe parent stock-, If indi/ , '' V 

before tbe advent öf İslam it 
in spite of tbe cbange of fai 
body of ber cbildren. 
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You do not daim to be a separate nation by 
rigbt of conguest but by rcason of acceptance 
of İslam- Will the two nations become one if 
tbc who!c of India accepted İslam? WilIBengaIis! 
OriyaSt Andhras, Tamilians, Maharashtrians, 
Cujaratts ete., cease to havc their spedal 
characteristics if ali of them became converts to 
İslam? Tbese havc ali become one politically 
because they are subject to one foreign control- 
They are trying today to tbrow off tbaî 
subjection- 

You seem to have introduced a new test of 
nationhood- If I accept it» I ■«ould have to sub- 
seribe to many moreclaims and face an insoluble 
problem. The only real though av^fuî test of our 
nationhod arises out of our common political 
subjection. If you and I throw off this subjection 
by our combined effort we shall be born a 
politically frec nation out of our travail. If by 
then tve have not learnt to prize our freedom 
we may quarrcl among ourselves and for v?ant 
of a common master holding us together in his 
iron grip seek to split up into small gxoups or 
nationalities- There will be nothing to prevent 
us from desfcending to that level and we shall 
not have to go in seareh of a master. There 
are many claimants to the throne that never 
remains vacant. 

With this background 1 shall present you 
with my difficulty in accepting your resolution. 

(1) Pakistan is not in the resolution. Does 
ir bear the original meaning Punjab, Afgh* 
anistan. Kashmir, Sind and Baluchistan out of 
which the name v?as mnemonically formcd? If noî 
what is it? 

(2) Is the goal of Pakistan Pan-Isîam? 
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3- What is it that distinguishes an Indian 
Müslim from everj' other Indian, if not his 
religion? Is he different from a Türk or an 
Arab? 


4. What is the connotation of the word 
“Müslim” in the resolution under discussion? 
Does it mean the Muslims of the India of 

geograpby or of the Pakistan to be? 

¥ 

5* İs the resolution addressed to the Muslims 
by way of education, or to the inhabicants of 
the whole of India by way of appeal or to 
the foreign ruler as an ultımatum? 

6. Are the constituents in the two zones to 
constitute “independent States” an undefined 
number in each zone? 

7- Is the demarcation to take place during 
the pendency of British rule? 

8- If the answer to the last question is in 
the affirmative. the proposai must be accepted 
by.Britain and then imposed upon India, not 
evolved from within by the free-will of the 
people of India! 

9- Havc you eramincd the position and 
satişfied yourself that these “independent 
States” will be materially and otherwıse bene- 
fitted by being split up into fragments ? 

10. Please satisfy mc that these independent 
sovercign States wıll not become a collection 
of poor States, a menace to themsclves and to 
the rest of India- 


11- Pray show me by facts and figures or 
othen^'ise how indeDenJenec and vvelfar 
India as a ;\'hole can be brought about I 
ccceptance of the resolution? 


V 
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12- How are the Muslims under the Princes 
to be disposed of as a result of this scheme? 

13, What is your definition of “minorities"? 

14. Will you please define the “adcquate. 
effective and mandatory safcguards” for minor¬ 
ities referred to in the second part of the 
resolution? 

15- Do you not sec that the Lahore Resolu* 
tion contains only a bare statement of the 
objective and does not give any idea as to the 
means to be adopted for the esecution of the 
idea and the concrcte corollaries thereof? For 
instancc, 

(a) are the people in the legions falling 
under the plan to have any voice in the matter 
of separation and. ıf so, how is it to be 
ascertained? 

(b) What is the provision for defence and 
similar matters of common concern contemplated 
in the Lahore Resolution? 

(c) There are many groups of Muslims 
who have continuously expressed dissent 
from the policy of the League. While I am 
prepared to accept the preponderatlng influ- 
ence and position of the League and have 
approached you for that very reason, is it 
not our joint duty to remove their doubts and 
carry them with us by making them feel that 
they and their supporters have not been 
practîcally disfranchised? 

(d) Does thıs not lead again to placing the 
resolution of the League before the people of 
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tbe 2 one concerned as a wbole for acceptance ? 

As I wtite this letter and imaginc tbe working 
of tbe resolution in practice, I see notbing but 
ruin for tbe »wbole of India. Believe me I 
approacb you as a sceker. Tbougb I represent 
nobody but myself, I aspire to represent all 
tbe inhabitants of India, for I realise in my own 
person tbeir misery and degradation wbich ıs 
rbeir common lot irrespective of class, caste or 
creed. I know tbat you bave acquired a unigue 
hold on tbe Müslim masses. I want you to use 
your influence for tbeir welfare, ■vpbicb must » 
inciude tbe rest- 

In tbis bastily written letter I bave only 
given an inkling of my difficulty. 

Yours sincerely, 

M. K. Gandbi 

Mr Gandhi’s letter dated September 15:— 
Dcar Qaid*i-A 2 am> 

I bave yours of tbe 14tb instant, received at 
9-40 a.m. 

I woke up at 3 a.m today to finisb my 

oromised letter on tbe Lahore resolution. 

Tbere is no mistake about tbe date for 1 
tvrote ir. answer to your reminder of tbe 13tb 
instant, 

Independence does rnean as envisaged ın 
the A.l.C.C. Resolution of 1942. But it 
cannot be on the basis of a united India. If 
we come to a settlement İt wouId be on the 
basis of the settlement, assuming of course 
that it secures general acceptance in th<'._ 
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y, The process wili be somevvhat 
jis. We reach by joint effort independ« 
for India as it stands. India become 
free will proceed to demarcation, plebiscite 
and partition îf the people concerned vote 
for partition. Ali this is implied m tne 
Rajaji formula. 

As to the provisional interim Government I 
am afraid I cannot carry my answer any further 
than ^ have done. Though I have no scheme 
for thv provisional Government, if you have one 
in connection with the Lahore Resolution, which 
also I presume requires an interim Go\ernment* 
we can discuss ıt. 

The formula was framed by Rajaji in good 
faith. 1 accepted it in equal good faith- The 
hope was that you would look at it with favour. 
We stili think it to the best m the cricumstances» 
You and I have to put flesh on it, if v;c can I 
have explained the process we have to go 
through. You have no objeetion to it Perhaps 
you want to know how I would form the provb 
sicnal Government if I was invited thereto. If 
I was in that uneviable position I would see 
ali the claimants and endeavour to satisfy them- 
My co-operation will be available in that task- 

I can give you full satisfaction about your 
inquiry, “what I would like to know wouId be, 
what wi!I be the powers of such a provisional 
ınterjm Government, how it will be formed, to 
whom it wîll be responsible*’. The provisional 

interim Government will be responsible to 
the eleeted members of the present Assembiy 
or a newly eleeted one. İt will have a!l the 
povvers less that of the commander-in-chief 



during the War and full povvers thereafter. 
İt w/ll be the authority to glve effect to the 
agreement that may be arrlved at between 
the League and the Congress and ratifıed by 
the other parties. 

Your sincerelv- 
M. K. GANDHI 

Mr Jlnnah's (etter dated September 17 :— 
Lear Mr. Gandhi, 

I ha ve yoar letter of September 15th, and I 
thank you tor it I note that you have for the 

moment shunted the Rajaji formula and are 

applying your mind very seriously to the 

Lahore Resolution of the Müslim League. 

It is nıy duty to explain the Lahore Resolution 
to you to-day and persude you to accept it, even 
though you are talking to me, as you have often 
made it clear, in yo’^r individual capacity, I 
have successfully converted non-MusIim Indians 
in no small number and also a large body of 
foreigners, and if I can convert you. exercising 
as you do tremendous ınflunence över Hindu 
India, it will be no small astistance to me, 
although we are not proceeding on the footing 
that you are carrying on these talks m your 
representative character or capacity. and my 
difficulties temam until you are vested with 
a representative status and authority in order 
to negotiate and reach an agreement with you. 

You have stated in your letter dated Septem¬ 
ber llth that the Lahore Resolution is “indefi- 
nite”. I therefore naturally asked you to please 
let me know in what vay or respect the Lahore 
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Resolution is indefinite, and now I have reccived 
your letter of September 15th under reply. 

'.cThe third paragraph of your letter is not 
seeking clarification but a disquisition and 
expression of your views on the point whether 
the Mussaİmans are a nation. This matter can 
hardly be discussed by means of correspondence- 
There is a great deal of discussion and literatüre 
on this point which is available, and it is for you 
to judgc finally, when you have studied this 
question throughly, whether the Mussaİmans ana 
Hindus are not two majör nations in this sub- 
continent. For the moment I would refer you 
to two publications, although there are many 
more. Dr. Ambedkar’s book and “M.R.T’s" 
Nationalism in Conflict in India We maln- 

tain and hold that Musllms and Hindus are 
two majör nations by any definition or test 
of a nation. We are a nation of a hundred 
million, and what is more. we are a nation 
wlth our own distinctive culture and civlli- 
zation, language and literatüre, art and 
architecture, names and nomenclature, sense 
of value and proportion. legal laws and moral 
codes. customs and calendar, history and 
traditions, aptitudes and ambitions, in short 
we have our own distinctive Outlook on life 
and of life. By lall canons of International 
Law we are a nation. Now I shall proceed to 
reply to your various points — 


1. Yes^the word ‘Pakistan’’is not mention- 
ed ın the Resolutjon and it does not bear the 
orjgınal mean.ng^ The word has now become 
synonymous wîth the Lahore Resolution. 
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2. This point docs not atise, but stili I reply 
that the question is a mere bogey. 

3. Tbis point is covcred by my answer that 
the Mussalmans of India are a nation- As 

» to the last part of your queryj it is hatdly relev- 
ant to the matter of clarification of the Reso- 
lution. 

4. Surely you know what the word 'Muslims* 
means. 

5. This point does not atise by way of 
clarification of the text of the Lahore Resolution- 

6- No. They will form units of Pakistan. 

7 As soon as the basis and the princioles 
embodied in the Lahore Resolution are accepted. 
the question of demarcation will bave to be 
taken up immediately- 

8. in view of my reply to (7). your question 
(8) has İıeen answered 

9- Does not relate to clarification. 

10. My answer to (9) covers this point- 

11-, Does not arise out of the clarification 
of the Resolution. Surely this is not asking for 
clarification of the Resolution. I have in 
numerous speeches of mine and the Müslim 
League in its Resolutions have pointed out that 
this is the only solution of India’s problem and 
the road to achieve freedom and independence 
of the peoples of India. 

12. “Muslims under the Princes”. The 
Lahore Resolution is orly confined to British 
India. This question does not arise out of the 
clarification of the Resolution. 



( 24 ) 


13. The definition of ''minorities’*. You 
yourself have often said minorities means 
‘‘accepted minorities”. 

14. The adcquate. effective and mandatory 
safeguatds for ıninorities referred to in the 
Resolution are a matter for negotiation and 
settleraent wıth the minorities in the respective 
States, Vİ 2.7 Pakistan and riindustan. 

15. It does give basic principles and whcn 
they are accepted, tben the details will have to 
be worked out by the contraeting parties. 

I 

(a) does not arise by way of clarification 

(b) does not arise by way of clarification 

(c) The Müslim League is the only authori- 
tative and representative nrganisation of Müslim 
India. 

(d) No. See ansvver fc). 

As regards your final paragraph, befor’e recei- 
ving clarifîcations from me you have aîready 
passed your judgment and condemned the 
Lahore Resolution, when you say ‘‘As I write 
this letter and imaginc the working of the 
resolution in praetice, I see nothing but ruin 
for the \.vhole of India ” 1 understand that you 

have made clear to me that you represent 
nobody but yourself, and I am trying to per- 
suade you and to convert you that this is 
the road vvhich vvili lead us to the achieve- 
ment of freedom and independence not only 
of the two majör nations, Hindus and MusÜms 
but of the rest of the peoples of India, but 
when you proceed to say that you aspire to 
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Mr. Gandhi’s letter dated September 19:~ 

W ıVUBARAK. 

Dear Qaid-i-A 2 am. 

Many thanks for yours of 17th instant. 

I am sorry to have to say that your answers 
oınitting 1, 2 and 6 do not give satisfaction. 

It may be that ali my questions.do not arise 
from the view of mere clarification of the Lahorc 
Resolution- But I contend that thcv are very 
relevant from the standpoint of a seeker that I 
am. You cannot expect any one to agree to or 
shoulder the burden of the daim contained in 
the Lahore Resolution without for instance 
answering my questions 15 (a) and 15 (b) which 
you brush aside as not arising by way of clari- 
fication. 

Dr. Ambedkar’s thesis while it is ably written 
has carried no conviction to me- The other 
book mcntioned by you, I am sorry to say, ^ have 
not seen. 

Why can you not accept my statement that 
I aspire to represent all the sections that compose 
the peoplc of India ? Do you not aspire ? 
Should not every Indian ? That the aspiration 
may never be realized is beside the point. 

I am beholden to you, inspite of your opinion 
about me, for having patience with me, I hope 
you will never iose it but will persevere in your 
efforc to convert me. I ask you to take me with 
my strong views and even prejudices, if I am 
guilty of any. 

As to your verdict on my policy and pro- 
gramme, \ve must agree to differ. For, I am 
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cation, so I have pcrforce to deal with them. 
Let tne first deal wîth your letter of September 
lith. 

You say “My life mission has been 
Hindu-Muslim unity which I want fer its own 
sake but v/hich is not to be achieved without 
the foreign ruling power being ousted* Hence 
the first condition of the exercise of the right 
of self-determination is achieving independence 
by the joint aetion of ali the parties and groups 
composing India, If such joint aetion is unfor- 
tunately impossible, then too I must fight with 
the assistance of such elements as can be brougbt 
together/’ 

The gist of your letters up to date is that 
you are wedded to this policy and will pursue 
it. In your next letter of September İ4th, while 
you were good enough to furnish me with the 
clarification of the Gandhi-Rajaji formula, you 
were pleased to observe. “I have, at any rate 
fer the moment, put it out of my mind,and I am 
now concentrating on the Lahore Resolution in 
the hope of finding a ground for mutual agree- 
ment”. In your letter of September 15th, you 
say 'Tndependence does mean as envisaged in 
the A LC.C. Resolution of 194-.” İt is therefore 
clear that you are not prepared to revise your 
policy and that you adhere firmly to your policy 
and programme which you have persisted in and 
which culminated in your demand, final policy, 
programme. and the method and sanetion for 
enforcing it by resorting to mass civil disobedi- 
ence in terms of 8th August 1942 resolution, and 
you have made it more clear again by statîng in 
your letter of September 19th as foleows :— 
‘'As to your verdict on my policy and programme, 
v;e must agree to differ. For I am wholly 
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replied by your letter of September 15th, not 
confining yoursclf really to matters of datifi- 
cation, but introducing other estraneous 
matters, with some of which I had already dealt, 
in reply to this letter of yours of September 15tb, 
by my letter of SepternKr 17th and furnished 
you with ali the clarifications, ınforming you that 
you had introduced several matters whıch could 
hardly be discussed m a satisfactory manncr 
by means of correspondencc- I have already 
given you ali the clarifications you require so 
1ar as the Lahore Resolurion goes and its text is 
concerned- You again raise further arguments, 
reasons and grounds and continue 'to persıst in 
a disquisıtion on the point, amongst others, 
whether Muslims of Indıa are a nation, and then 
you procecd further to say. ‘‘Can wc not agrcc 
to dıffer on the question of'two nations’ and yet 
sol ve the problem on the basis of sclf-determi- 
ation.” İt seems to me that you are labour. 

ing under some m'sconception of the real 
meaning of the word "Self-Determination.” 
Apart from the inconsistencies and contra. 
dictions of the various positions that you 
have adopted İn the course of our correspon- 
dence, as indicated above, can you not 
appreciate our point of view that we daim 
the right of self-determination as a nation 
and not as a territorial unit, and that we are 
entitled to exercise our inherent right as a 
Müslim nation, which is our birthright ? 
VVhereas you are labouring under the vvrong 
idea that “self-determınation" means only that 
of "a territorial unit” vvhich by, the way, is 



neîther demarcated nor defined yet, and 
•here Is no Union or Federal constitution of 
İndia in being, functioning as a sovereign 
Central Government. Ours Is a case of 
division and carving out two independent 
sovereign States by way of settlement be- 
tween two majör natîons, Hindus and MusÜms, 
and not of severance or seccession from any 
existing Union which is non-eKİstent İn 
İndia. The right of seif-determination which 
we daim postulates that we ere a nation, 
and as such it would be the self-determination 
of the Mussalmans, and they aione are 
entitled to exercise that right. 

I hope you will now understand that ycur 
guestion 15 (a) does not atise out of the Lahore ' 
Resoiution or ot any part thereof- As to 15 (b). 
again it does not anse as a matter of datification- 
for it wıll be a matter for the constituîion- 
making body chosen by Pakistan to deal with 
and decide all matters as sovereign body repre- 
senting Pakistan vis-a-vis the constitution- 
tnaking body of Hindustan or any nther partv 
concerned. There cannot be defence and 

similar matters of “common concern," when 

it is accepted that Pakistan and Hindustan 

wili be two separate independent sovereign 

States. I hope I have now given all satisfactory 

esplanations över and above the matter of 
clarification of the Lahore Resoiution, in the 
hope of converting you as an indıvicual “seeker ” 

Yours sincerelv. 

M. A. JINNAH. 
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Mr Gandhi's letter dated September 22: — 

Dear Qaid-i-Azam, 

Your letter of yesterday (21st inst.) so 
disturbed me that I thought I would pnstpone 
my reply tiU after we had met at the usual time- 
Though I made no advance at onr meetıng I 
think I see somewhac clearlv what yovı are 
driving at. The more I think about the two 
nation’s theory the more alartning it appears to 
be. The book recomended by you gives me 
no help. It contains half truths and its 
conciusions or inferences are unwarranted. 
\ am unabie to accept the proposition that 

the Muslims of India are a nation distînct 
from the rest of the inhabitants of India. 

Mete assertion is no proof. The consequences 
of acccpting such a proposirion are dangerous in 
the extreme' Önce the principle is admittcd 
therc would bc no limit to chims for cutting up 
India into nutnerous dıvisions which ’vvonld 
spell India’s ruin. I have therelore suggested a 
way out. Let ıt be a partition as between two 
brothers, if a divısion there must be. 

You seertı to be averse to a plebiscite. In 
spite of the admitted importance of the League, 
, there must be clear proof that the people 
affectcd desirc partition* İn my opinion ali 

the people inhab ting the area ought to 

express their opinion specifically on this 

sîngle issue of division. Adult suffrage is the 

best method but I would accept any other 
cquivalent. 

You summarily reject the idea of common 
interest between the two arms* I can be no 
v/iUing party to a division which does not 



provıde for the simultaneous safeguarding of 
comtnon interests such as defence, foreign aftairs 
and the like. There will be' no^ feeling of 
security by the people of India without a recog» 
nition of the natura 1 and mutuab obligations 
arising out of physical contiguity- 

Your letter shows a wide divergence of 
opinion and outİook between us. Thus you 
adhere to the opinion often expressed by you 
that the August 1942 resolution is ‘‘inimical to 
the ideals and'demands of Müslim India” There 
ıs no proof for this sweeping statement- 

We seem to be moving in a circle. I have 
made a suggestion- If we are bent on agreeing, 

as l hope we are, let us cali in a third party 

or partıes to gülde or even arbitrate between 

us. 


Yours sincerely, 

M. K. GANDHL 

Mr Jinnah's letter dated September 23:— 
Dear Mr- Gandhi? 

1 am in receipt of your letter of September 
22nd, and thank you for it- 1 am sorry that 

you think i have summarily rejected the idea 

of cornmon Interest betvveen two arms, and 

and now you put it somewhat differently 

from 15 (b), when you say there will be no 

feeling of security by the people of India 

wichout a recognition of the natural and 

rnucual obligations arising out of physical con- 

tlguity. My answer, already given, is that 

it v/iU be for the Constitution-making bodv 

of Pakistan and that of Hindust, or any 
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other party concerned, to deal wlth such 
matters on the footlng of their being two 
independent States. 

I am realiy surprised vvhen you say there is 
no proof of what you characterize as a 
sweeping statement of mine, that the August 
1942 resolution is inimical to the ideals and 
dĞmands of Müslim India. The resolution in 
its essence is as foIlows :— 

(a) immediate grant of complete inde- 
pendence and setting up immediately of a 
federal Central Government on the basîs of 
a United democratic Government of India 
with federated units or provinces, which 
means establishing a Hindu raj. 

(b) , that this National Government so 
set up will evolve a scheme for a constituent 
assembly, vvhich will be chosen by adult 
franchise, vvhich will prepare a constitution 
for the Government of India, vvhich means 
that the constituent assembly chosen will be 
composed of an overvvhelming majority of 
the Hindus, nearly 75 per çent. 

(c) to enforce this demand of the Congress 
the August resolution decıdes on and sanction? 
a resort to mass civd dısobedience at your com- 
mand and when ordcred by you as the sole 
dictator of the Congress. 

This demand is basically and fundamentally 
opposed to the ideals and demands of Müslim 
India of Pakistan, as embodied in the Lahore 
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Resolutlon, and to enforce such a demand by 

means of resort to mass civil dlsobedience is 

inimical to the ideals and demands of Müslim 

Indla, and if you succeed in realisıng this 

demand, it would be a death-blow to Müslim 

india. I •see from the correspondence and talks 

between you and me that you are stili holding 
fast to this fateful resolution. 

From the very first day of our talks you made 
it clear to me, and you have repeatedly said in 
the course of our correspondence and talks, that 
you have approached me in your individual 
capacity, and you assured me that you were a 
seeker of Jight and knovvJedge and that you 
seriously and earnestly wanted to understand 
the Lahore Resolution and were öpen to convi- 
ction and conversion- Therefore in deference 
to your’vvishesl made every effort ali these 
days and in the course of our prolonged talks 
and correspondence to convert you, but unfor* 
tunately it seems I have failed. And now you 
have made new suggestions and proposals by 
your letter under reply-’ 

(1) You say *‘I have therefore suggested a 
way out- Let it be a partition as between two 
brothers, if a division there must be”. I reallv 
do not know what this means, and I would like 
you to elaborate this proposal and give me some 
Tough outlines of this new iJea of yours, as to 
how and when the division is to take place- and 
in vvhat way it is different from the division 
envisaged by the Lahore Resolution. 

(2) You say “let us cali in a third party or 
parties to guide or even arbitrate between us". 
May I point out that vdu have repeatedly made 
clear to me that you are having these talks as an 



individual saeket ? How can any question of a 
thırd party or partics to guide or arbitrate 
between us arise ? 

Yours sincerely, 

M. A. JİNNAH. 

Mr, Gandhi’s letter dated September 23;—• 

Dear Qaid*i-Azam, 

Last evcning’s talk has left a bad taste in thc 
mouth. -Our talks and our correspondence 
seem to run in parallcl lines and never toııch 
one anotber We reached the breaking pomt 
last cvening but, thank God, we were unwilling 
to part. We rcsumed discussion and suspended 
it in ordcr to allow me to keep my tirae for the 
eventng public prayer. 

In order that ali possible chance of making 
any mistakc in a matter of this grcat importance 
may be removed I wouId Hke you to give me in 
writing what precisely on vour part you would 
want me to put my signaturc to. 

I adhere to my suggestion that we may cali 
in some outside assistance to help us at thi' 
stage. 

Yours sincerely. 

M. K. GANDHI. 

Mr. Jinnah's letter dated September 23:— 

Dear Mr. Gandhi, 

I am ın receipt of vour letter of Septembe- 
23rd. May I refer you to my letter of to-day’« 
date which I sent to you in reply to yours o^ 
September 22nd ? I have nothing new or fresh 
to add. but I may say that it is not a case of a our 
being asked to put your signature as representing 
any body tili you clothe yourself with represent- 
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Dırfering from you on the general basis 
I can yet recommend to the Congress and 
the country the acceptance of the daim 
for separation contained in the Müslim 
League Resolution of Lahore cf 1940 on my 
basis and on the following terms :— 

The areas should be demarcated by a 
Commission approved by the Congress and 
the League. The wishes of the Inhabltants 
of the areas demarcated should be ascertained 
through the votes of the adult population of 
tne areas or through some eguivalent method, 

If the vote is in favour of separation it 
shall be agreed that these areas shall form a 
separate State as soon as possible after India 
is free from foreign domination and can 
therefore be constituted into two sovereign 
Independent States. There shall be a treaty 
of separation which should also provide for 
the efficient and satisfactory administration 
of foreign affairs, dsfence, internal Communi¬ 
cations, customs, commerce and the like, 
vvhich must necessarily continue to be 
the matters of common interest betvveen the 
contractlng parties. 

The treaty shall also contain terms for - 
safeguarding the rights of minorities in the • 
two States. 

Iromediately on the acceptance of this 
agreement by the Congress and the League 
the two shall decide upon a common course 
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(3) You do not accept that they alone 
are entitled to exercise this right of theirs 
for self-determination 

(4) You do not accept that Pakistan ıs 
composed of two zones, North-West and 
North-East, comprising six provinces, namely 
Sindh, Baluchistan, Nort-West Frontier 
Province, the Punjab, Bengal and Assam, 
subject to territorial adjustments that may be 
agreed upon, as indicated in the Lahore 
Resolution. The matter of demarcating and 

defining the territones can be taken up after the 
fundamentals above mentioned are 'accepted, 
and for that purpose machinery mav be set up 
by agreement- 

You do not accept the provisions embodied 
in the Lahore Resolution for safeguarding the 
mınorities. and yet in your letter under reply 
you say ‘VVith your assıstance, I am exploring 
the possibihties of reachıng an agreement so that 
the daim embodied in the Müslim League Reso¬ 
lution of Lahore may be reasonably satisfied”. 
and proceed to say ‘you must therefore have no 
apprehensions that the August Resolution will 
stand in the way ot our reaching an agreement ” 

I have already clearly explained to you that 
the August resolution- so long as it stands. ısa bar, 
for İt ıs fundamentallv opposed to the Lahore Re¬ 
solution You then proceed to say “that resolution 
dealt \vith the question of India as agaınst Britain 
and it cannot stand in the way of our settlement”. 
I am not at present concerned with Britain, but 
the August Resolution, as I have already stâted, 
is agaınst the ıdeals and demands of the Müslim 
League- Further, there is the resolution of 
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Jagat Narayan Lal, passed by the All-India 
Congress Committee in May 1942 at Allahabadı 
which- in express terms, lays down as folIows 


“The Aj.C.C. is of opinion that any pro- 
posai to disintegrate India by giving liberty 
to any component State or territorlal unit 
to secede from the Indian Union or Federation 
will be highly detrimental to the best 
interests of the people of the different States 
and provinces and the country as a whoIe and 
the Congress, therefore, cannot agree to 
any such proposal.” , 


These two resolutions, so long as they stand, 
are a complete bar to' any settlemenc on the 
hasis of the division of India as Pakistan and 
Hindustan. İt is öpen to the Congress to 

revise and modify them, but you are only 

speaking in your individual capacity, and even 

in that capacity you are holding fast to the 

August Resolution and you hav© given no 

indication of your attitude regarding Jagat 

Narayan Lal’s resolution, I have rcpeatedly 

made it clear after we had discussed the Gandhi- 
Rajaji formula, as you maintained that, to use 
your own language. “Rajaji not onîy has not put 
, the Lahore Resolution out of shape and 
mutilated it but has given it substance and form,” 
and proceeded to say “Indeed in viev; oi your 
dıshke of the Rajaji formula, I have, at any rafc 
tor the moment, put it out of my rnind and î 
am now concentrating on the Lahore Resolution 
in the hope of finding a ground for mutınl 
agreement” When I asked for further clarifi^ 
^tıon, whıch you furnished me by your letter of 
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September 15th» you started by saying 1 haye 
shuntcd the Rajaji formula and with your assis- 
tance I ara applying ray raind very seriously to 
the famous Lahore Resolution of the Müslim 
League”. and thence forward the Gandhi-Rajaji 
formula was not discussed any further, and tbe 
question of your representative character and 
authority. 'which Ihad pointed out from the very 
commencement, therefore did not arise, as you 
had given mc the task of convcrting you to the 
fundaracntals of the Lahore Resolution, and ever 
since we discussed the Lahore Resolution only 
at great length and examined the pros and cons^ 
and finally you have rejeeted it- As a resul t of 
our correspondence and discussions I find that 
the guestion of the dıvision of India as Pakistan 
and Hindustan is only on your lips and it does 
not comc frora your hcart, and suddcniy at the 
eleventh hour you put forward a new suggestion, 
consisting only of two sentences by your letter 
of September 22nd, sayıng, '*! have therefore 
suggested a way out. Let it be a partition as 
between two brothers if a division there raust be”. 
I naturally asked you what this new suggestion 
of yours meant and wanted you to give me rough 
outlines of this new idea of yours as to how and 
when the division is to take place and in what 
way it is different from the division envisaged 
in the Lahore Resolution, and now you have 
been good enough to give me your amplification? 
in your letter of September 24th under reply? 
in which you say : '‘Differing from you on the 
general hasis I can yet recommend to the 
Congress and the country the acceptance of the 
daim for separation contained in the Müslim 
League Resolution of Lahore 1940 on my hasis 
and on the following terms”. The terms clearlv 
indicate that your basis is in vital confîict with 
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and IS opposed to the fundamental basis and 
prınciples of the Lahore RescJutioh. Now 
let me take your main terms — 

(a) “I proceed on the assıımption that India 
is not to be regarded as two or more nations but 
as one family consisting of many members of 
whom the Muslims living in the North West zones 
i.e., Baluchistan. Sindh, North West Frontier 
Provınce and that part of the Punjab where 
they are in absolute roajority över all the other 
elements and in parti of Bengal and Assam where 
they are in absoJute majority, desire to livein 
separation from the rest of India.’ If this term 

v/ereaccepted and given effect to, the 
present boundaries of these provinces would 
be malmed and mutilated beyond redemption 
and leave us only with the husk, and it Is 
opposed to the Lahore Resolution. 

(b) That even İn these mutilated areas 
so defined, the right of self-determinatlon 
wil! not be exercised by the Muslims but by 
the inhabitants of those areas so demarcated. 
This again is opposed to the fundamentals of 
the Lahore Resolution. 

(c) That tf the vote is in favour of 
separation they shall be aliowed to form <= 
separate State as soon as possıble after 1^^'= 
is free from foreign clomınations, 

we propose that we should come to a 

lete settlement of our own immediate.'’ *■ 

♦ ^ 

by our unlted front and efforts oc r'" _ 
thing İn our povver to secure "rc-- 


; 
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and independence of the peoples of India 
on the basis of Pakistan and Hindustan. 

(d) Next you say “There shall be a treaty 
of separation which should also provide for the 
efficient and satisfactory administration of 
foreign affairsı defence, internal Communications, 
customs, commerce and the like which must 
necessarily continue to be raatters of common 
interests between the contracting parties”. 
if these vital matters are to be administered 

by some Central authority, you do not 
Indicate what şort of authority or machlnery 
will be set up to administer these matters, 
and how and to whom again that authority 
wil( be responsible. According to the Lahore 
Resolution, as I have already explained to 
you, ali these matters, which are the life* 
blood of any State, cannot be delegated to 
any Central authority or government. The 
matter of security of the two States and 
the natural and mutual obligations that may 
arise out of physical contiguity will be for 
the constitution-making body of Pakistan and 
that of Hindustan, or other party concerned, 
to deal with on the footing of-their beingtvvo 
rndependent States, As regards the safeguard- 
ing of the rights of minorities, 1 have 
already explained that this guestion of 
safeguarding the minorities is fully stated in 
the Lahore Resolution. 

You will therefore see that the entire basis 
of your new proposal is fundamentally opposed 
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to the Lahore Resolution, and as I have already 
pointed out to you. both in the correspondence 
and in our discussions, it is very difficult for me 
to entertain counter-proposals and negotiate 
and reach any agreement or settlement with 
you as an individual unless they come from you 
in your representative capacity- That was the 
same difficulty with regard to the Gandhi-Rajaji 
formula, and I made it clear to you. at the very 
outset, but the formula was discussed as you 
asserted that it had met the Lahore Resolution in 
substance, but while you were furnishing me 
with the clarification of this formula, you shunted 
it and we confined ourselves to the Lahore 
Resolution, and hence the question of your 
representative capacity did not arise regarding 
this formula- But now you have, in your letter 
of September 24th made a new proposal of your 
own on your own basis, and the same difficulties 
present themselves to me as before, and it is 
difficult to deal with it any further unless it 
comes from you in your representative capacity. 

_ I canriot agree with you when you finalîy 
wind up by saying “In your letter of 23rd 
September you refer to the basis and funda- 
mental principles embodied in the Lahore 
Resolution and ask me to accept them- Surely 
this is unnecessary when as I feel I have accepted 
the concrete consequehce that shouîd foîlov/ 
from such acceptance". This is obviousîy far 
from correct, Why not then accept the 

fundamentals of the Lahore Resolution and 
proceed to settie the details? 

Yours sincersK, 

M.A. JINMAH. 



(46) 

Mr. Gandhi's ietter dated September 25:— 
Dear Qaid-i-azam, 

Yesterday’s talk leads me to inflict this ietter 
on you whıch I trust you will not mind. 

Our conversations have come about as a 
result of your correspondence with Rajaji in 
July last över his formula and your consultations 
with the League Working Committee thereon, 
and my own İetter to you suggesting a mecting 
between you and me My proposal of yesterday 
is an earnest effort to meet the essential 
requirements of the Lahore Resolution. I would 
like you therefore to think fifty times before 
throvving an offer which has been made entirely 
in the spirit of service in the cause of communal 
harmony. Do not take, I pray, the responsibility 
of rejecting the offer- Throw it on your 
Council. Give me an opportunity of addressing 
thcm. If they feel like rejecting it- I would like 
you to advise the Council to put it before the 
öpen session of the League. If you will accept 
my advice and permit me I would attend the 
öpen session and address it. 

You are too tcchnical when you dismiss my 
proposal for arbitratıon or outsıde guidance över 
points of difference. If I have approached you 
as an indıvidual, and not in any representative 
capacity> it is because we believe that if I reach 
an agreement with you it will be of material use 
in the proce.'S of securing a Congress-League 
settlement and acceptance of it by the country- 
Is it ırrelevant or inadmissible to supplement 
our efforts to convince each other with outside 
help> guidance, advice or even arbitration? 

Yours sincereîy, 

M. K. GANDHI. 



(47) 

Mr. Jinnah’s letter dated September 26:— 
Dear Mr Gandhi> 

I am in receipt of your letter of September 
25th. It is entirely incorrect and has no foundation 
in fact for you to say'that our conversations have 
come about as a result of my correspondence 
with Rajaji in July last över his formula. It is 
equally baseless to say “and your consultations 
with the League Working Committee thereon”. 
It was entirely in response to your lett.er of July 
17th 1944 which I received while I was at 
Srinagar. with a fervent request on your part 
to meet you- and you ended that letter by saying 
“Do not difappoint me”. In my reply» again from 
Srinagar dated July -4th 1944 I intimated to 
you that I would be glad to receive you at my 
house in Bombay on my return, which wouId 
probably be about the middle of August- This 
waslong before the meeting of the Working 
Committee or that of the Council of the All- 
India Müslim League, and long before I reached 
Lahore, and when you arrived here and told me 
that you were approaching me in your individual 
capacity, I at önce made it clear to you and 
informed you. both in our ta’ks and by my letter, 
that the position you had taken up had no 
precedent for ıt, and further that it was not 
possible to negotiate and reach an agreement 
unless both the parties ■yrere-' fully represented- 
For it is one sided businfss, as it will not be 
binding upon any organization in any sense 
whatever, but you wouId as an individual only 
^commend it, if any agreement is reached, to the 
Congress and the country, whereas it would 
^ binding upon me as the President of the 
Müslim League. î cannot accept this position 
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I hope you do see the unfairness and thc great 
disadvantage to me, and it is so simple and 
elementary for any one to understand- 

As regards your proposa) of yesterday, which 
you have amplified in your letter of September 
24th I have already sent you my reply. 

With rcgard to your suggestion to be aIlowed 
to address the meeting of the Council, and if 
they feel like rejecting your ‘"offer”, the matter 
sbould be put before the öpen session, let me 
inform you that only a member or delegaîe is 
entitled to participate in the deliberations of the 
meetıngs of the Council or in the o^en session 
respectively. Besides, it is a most estraordinary 
and unprecedented suggestion to make- How- 
ever, I thank you for your advice. 

As regards your proposal for arbitration and 
outsidc guidance, I have already replied to you 
and it is not merelv technicality but a matter of 
substance I fully reciprocate your desire of 
securing a Congress-League settlement. 

Hov^ever I regret, I have failed to convince 
you and convcrt you, as I was hopeful of doing 
so. 


Your s sincerely, 

M. A. JİNNAH. 

Mr. Gandhi’s letter dated September 26:_ 

Dear Oaid-i-Azam, 

In view of my letter to you of yesterday, left 
tc myself, I would have refrained from dea 1 in 0 
wıth your letter before our meeting tod 
But I have deferred to Rajaji’s advice to finish 
the Chain of correspondence. 
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I confess I am unable to undcrstand your 
persistent refusal to appreciate the fact that thc 
formula presentcd to you by mc in my letter of 
thc 24th as well as thc formula presentcd to you 
by Rajaji give you virtually %vhat is embodied in 
the Lahore Resolution providing at the 
same time what is absolutely necessary to 
make thc arrangement acceptable to the country. 
You kecp on saying that I should acccpt certain 
theses which you cali the basis and fundamental 
principles of the Lahore Resolution. whilc I 
have becn contending that the best way for us 
who differ in our approach to the problem is 
to give b ^dy to the demand as it stands in the 
resolution and \vork it out to our mutual satisfac- 
tion. It is on this plan that I undcrstand 
Rajaji’s formula to be conceived and it is on the 
same plan that I have tricd to work it out in 
the course of and as a rcsult of our talks. 
I contend that cither gives you the substance 
of the Lahore Resolution. Unfortunately you 
reject both. And I cannot accept the Lahore 
Resolution as you want me to, cspecially when you 
seek to introduce into its interpretatıon theories 
and claims which I cannot accept and which I 
cannot ever hope to inducc India to accept. 

Your constant refcrences to my not being 
clothed with rcpresentative authorıty are really 
irrelcvant- 1 have approached you so that if you 
and I can agree upon a common course of acticu 
I may use what influence I possess for :r? 
acceptancc by the Congress and the counnry- 
If you break, it cannot be because I baT- r* 
rcpresentative capacıty or because I have rerr 
unwilling to give you satısracrıon m regarc cr — 
daim embodied in the Lahore P.esolutız- 











Mr Jinnah's letter dated September 26:— 
Dear Mr Gandhir 

I have received your letter of September 
?6th, and I note that you have -reritten it with 
Rnjaji’s advice. Of course. it is for you to foI!ow 
such advice as you may choose to do so, but I 
am only concerned for the moment vrith you. 
I note that at the last moment you have resurre- 
cted the Gandhi-Rajaji formuîa, although it was 
shunted ali this time, and you procced to say 
that this formula gives me virtually wbat ıs 
embodied in the Lahore Resoultion. You fur- 
ther say that on the sarae plan you have tried to 
formulate your latest proposals, as mentioned in 
your letter of September 24th and you maintain 
that either gives me the substance of the Lahore 
Resolution. In your previous letter you asserted 
that your formula gives me the “essence” of the 
Lahore Resolution. I see very close famlly 

resemblance betvveen the two, and the sub¬ 
stance of one or the other is practically the 
same, only it Is put in different language, 
and I have already expressed my opînlon 
that İn my judgement they neither meet 
the substance nor the essence of the Lahore 
Resolution. On the contrary, both are 
calculated to completely torpedo the Pakistan 
demand of Müslim India I have never asked 

you accept cerain theses nor have I introduced 
any theories in the Lahore Resolution. Theses 

and theories are matters for scholars to induîge 
in. 

I am sorry I have to repeat, but I am com* 
pelled to do so, that I cannot agree with you that 
my references to your not being clothed with 
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representative authority are really irrelevant* 
On the contrary ,. they have an important bearingj 
as I havc already exp]ained to you more than 
önce- You again rcpeat that if you and I can 
agree upon a common coursc of action. you 
may use what influence you possess for its 
acceptance by the Congress and the country- I 
have aiready stated from the very bcginning that 
that is not enough, for the reasons I have already 
given- Your representative capacity comes into 
play vhen you are making counter proposals: 
and I cannot understand how you can say that it 
is irrclevant- No responsible organiration can 
cntertain any proposal from any individual. 
hovever great he may be, unless it is backed up 
with the authority of a recognired organiration. 
and comes irom its fullyaccrcditedrepresentative. 
However. I need not labour this point any more. 
as I have already explained it in our previous 
correspondence. 

If a break comes, it will be because you 
have not satisfied me in regard totheessence 
of the daim embodied in the Lahora Resolution. 

It is not a qucstion of your being unviiling. but 
in fact it is so- If a break comes it wiil be 
most unfortunate. If one does not agree with 
you or differs from you- you are alvays right and 
the othcr party is always vrrong, and the ncxt 
thing is that many are waiting prepared. in your 
circle, to pillory me \vhcn the word gocs- but î 
must facc ail threati and consequenccs. and I 
can only act according to my judgmcnt and 
conscicncc. 

Yours sincerelv. 

M A. JİNNÂH. 
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repreHent?^-tive autbority are lesiiy irrelevant» 
On the contrary^ tbey have an împortant bearıng- 
as I have alrcady ezplained to you mora tban 
önce- You figain repeat thtit i{ you and I can 
agree upon a common course oi action- you 
may use V7hat ınfluence you possess for its 
acceptance by the Congress and the country. I 
have alrcady stated from the very beginning that 
that is not cnough, for the reasons I have already 
givcn. Your representatıve capacity comes înto 
play v/hen you are naking counter proposals- 
and I cannot understand how you can say that it 
is irrelevant- No responsible organization can 
cntertain any proposal from any individual. 
howevcr grcat he may be, unless it is backed up 
v/ith the authority of a recognized organization. 
and comes from its fully accredited representative. 
Howcvcr, I need not labour this point any more. 
as I have alrcady explained ît in our previous 
correspondence- 


If a break comes. it wili be because you 
have not satisfied me in regard totheessence 
of the daim embodiedin theLahoreResolution. 


It is not a question of your being un\villing, but 
in fact it is so. If a break comes it will be 
most unfortunate. If one does not agree with 
you or differs from you, you are always right and 
the othcr party is always wrong, and the next 
thing is that many arc waiting prepared, in your 
circle, to pillory me when the \vord ^oes, but I 




.MR. GANDHİ’S FIRST SPEECH AFTER THE 
BREAKDOWN OF NEGOTİATİONS. 

At the end of the evening public prayer which 
took placeimtnediately aiterhis lastinterview with 
Mr. Jinnah on September 27 Gandhiji addre^sed 
the audience. Speaking in Gujrati, he said he 
was not addressing them in Hindustani as before 
bccause he wantcd his words to go straight to 
the hcarts of the audience most of whotn were 
Gujratis. lîe had particularly the womcn in 
mind who were not accustoraed to Hindustani 
speech. 

He had told them that when the talks were 
över he would let them know the result- That 
stage had bcen reached the day before but as 
copies of the correspondence were not ready its 
aetual release had to be postponed till that day. 
Authorized copies of the correspondence had 
now bcen sent to the Press with a prefatory 
stateraent by the Oaid-i-Azam- 

Hitherto he had told them that he was not 
without hope with regard to the outeome of the 
talks. He had to confess that the result that be 
was hoping for had not matcrialiced. But he 
had no sense of disappointment or despondeney. 
He was convinced that even out of that brcak- 
down good would result. 

Although the Qaid-i-Azam and he had known 
cach other fairly wcll in public life before, they 
had never come.into such close personal contact- 
Thcir conversations wcre carried out with 
friendlıness and cordiality- He wanted ali the 
comraunities to cultivatc the same spirit 
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friendliness and cordiality in their relations witb 
one another. They should try to convert one 
another tbrough ıt. 

They raight ask. wby was it tben tbat be and 
the Qaid-i-A=aın had failed to convert each 
other ? His repiy was tbat he had tried his level 
best to go as far as he could to meet the 
Qaid-i-Azam’s viewpoint He had taken in- 
calculahle pains to understand him and to make 
himself understood. But he had failed. 

He had placed before the Oaid-î-Azam 
Rajaji’s formula but that did not commend 
itself to him. He had thereupon put forth 
another proposal of his own in its place but 
even that had failed to secure Jinnah Saheb's 
approval. İn the same way, Jinnah Saheb's 
proposal had failed to commend itself to him, 
If either of them had been weak, they would 
have possibly come to some şort of agree- 
ment but as responsible men they could not 
afford to be vveak. A helmsman had to be 
firm and unvvavering or else the ship vvould 
founder upon the rocks. Each one of them 
had tried to convince the other. İt was 
possible that both of them might be in the 
wrong. But so long as each felt himself to 
be in the rlght he could not let go his hold 

The news of the breakdo\vn be knew would 
cause grief to the friends of India and might 
give cause for jubilation to their enemies- He 
drew their attendon to the last sentence in their 
statement in which he had said that it wa«! nr,^ 
the final end of their effort. ^ 
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Although they had been unable to appreciate 
each other’s view*point. the puhlic couîd help 
thera to do so. They should not lose heart- If 
there was any one who had reason to feel dis- 
appointed it was he. He had knocked at the 
Qaid-i-Azam’s door. But as he had already 
obsen^’ed there was no despondency in him- It 
was not for a votary of truth and non-violence 
to feel despondent if his effort at times failed to 
yield the result aimed at, Failure should only 
serve as snur to further effort. God alone knew 
what was best for thera. It \vas not for them to 
question God's ways. Therefore, instead of 
feeling despondent they should regard the break- 
down as a chailenge to their faith and as an 
incentive for greater effort for estabîishing true 
unity among the various communities. 



Mr. GANDHl’s PRESS STATEMENT 
dated 28th SEPTEMBER 1944 

“ İt İs a matter of deep regret that we two 
could not reach an agreement. But there 
is no cause for dîsappointment. The break- 
down is on!y so caUed. It is an adjournment 
sine die. Each one of us must now talk to the 
public and put our viewpoints before them. 

If .we do so dispassionately and if the public 
co-operate, we may reach a solution of the 
seemingiy insoluble at an early date. My 
experience of the precious three weeks 
confirms me in the view that the presence 
of the third povver hinders the solution. A 
mind enslaved cannot act as if it was free. 
l need not impute base motives to the Rulers 
to prove what seems to me to be an axiom- 
atic truth. Neverthiess, i am going to 
continue to work for the solution as 1 have 
been during these three weeks. The guestions 
for consideration are simple. Has the Rajaji 
formula or mine made a reasonable approach 
to the Lahore Resolution? if they or either 
of them is such an approach ali parties and 
especiâlly the members of the Müslim League 
should ask the Qaid.{-Azam to revise his 
opinion. İf Rajaji and i have stultified the 
Lahore Resolution we should be educated. 
The chief thing is for the Press and the 



publlc to avoid partisanship and bitterness.” 

“ I slıall net as mj' inncr voice telis ine'’, repliefl 
Mr. Gantllıi to a que'^lion on his futnre plans, 
u'hetJıer Jıc propo<e(] fo concentrate on a Hiııdu- 
.Mnslim settlement or lake up political ■svork, seoldnjr 
imprisonnıent if ncccssary. 

Asked how far the olTer he had ınade lıad con- 
cedc'd Ihe dcnıand ınade in the Lahore Resolntion of 
the Lcague, Mr Gandhi cnıııhasized that the Rajaji 
fonnuln,or Ihe forınnla that lıc presented conceded 
the suhstanee of the Loaguc demand. 

•'Tn ıny ojıinion. either forınnla gives as ımıch 
a'< <-an n'asonably he ex])ceted with dne regard to 
(he iıderosts of the whoIe of fııdia,'’ he said, 

İn ans^cr to a question whcther lıis offer wa>^ 
(o be t.reated now ay withdrawn, lıe said that so far 
as he was coneerııod tlıc olfer lıc lıad ınade stood. 
1( \va« no( ınade in any bargaining spirit. 

“1 think,'’ he said. “it ip a jn?t f-olution of 
th(“ jırobleın and it is in the spirit of the poliey 
\vhich the Congress has eonsistently adoptod in 
eonneetion wilh the conınınnal quc«(ion, naınely, 
self-determination/’ 

A mnnber of quostiony werc jıut on the repre- 
seutativc oharaeter of the two leadcrs who con- 
dueted the negotiations and \vhy Mr. Gandhi 
prolonged (he (alks when he \vas appirted of Mr. 
dinnah’.s vicw.s on (he fînst dav of the talks. 

Mr. Gandhi ans%vered: “1 anı a man reputerl 
to lıavc inexh lustible pıtienee and I havc no 
leason (o de«pair of oilher lıeiııg eonvcrted by 
(he (^aid-i-Azaın or in ıny turn coııvcrting him. 
’riıerefore, so long as there n'ns the sliglıte^t 
pn<sibili(\\ I (‘lung to (he hojıe that vrc shnll pull 
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througb to a solution. Haste in snch cases is a 
most dangerous thing. You should, therefore, 
conciude that yesterday was really the moment 
when the puhlic should have heen taken into 
' confidence.” 

‘‘As for myself, I am entirely satisfied that we 
have not wasted these three weeks. I have no dotıbt 
whatsoever that vre know now eaeh other better 
than ever-before.” 

“When yöu agreed to meet Mr Jînnab, did you 
meet him on the basis that he was the sole repres- 
entative of the Muslims?” asked a reporter. 

Mr Gandhl replied: “1 have never 
admitted that daim, but I have said through- 
out that the Müslim League is by far the 
most representative Müslim organization. İt 
would have been folly on my part not to 
recognîze this, but I have alvvays been aware 
that there is outside the League a large body 
of Muslims which does not see eye to eye 
with the League and which does not believe 
in the two nations theory.” 

Mr Gandhi asserted that the fight for f.ıeedom 
had not been suspended vfhen he approached the 
Qaid-i-Azam, “My approach to the Qaid-i-Azam 
\vas itself a part of the fight for freedom,” he said. 

Asked if there was any possibility of the two 
leaders meeting agahı in the near future, Mr Gandhi 
said: “I hope so. It is for the Press and the 
public to nıake it pos.sible and hasten the date. 
I asbure you that ive lıave not parted as eneınies, 
but as friends,’' 

If the Rajaji formula or his own formula 




spared* no ellbrt to aerrpi tim proiKK^itioıı or (o 
malce soınc other sıı<,m(wli(H\s/‘ 


Mr, Gandhi was told that Ihose Muslims who 
did not see eye to eye vvith the League had 
no real Müslim backing He replied. ''There: 
fore, 1 have said that the League is by far 
the more representative of Müslim opinion, 
but I cannot despise the others by simply 
saying that they have no Müslim backing. 
What does it matter if they have no more 
Müslim backing if the opinion represented by 
a single Müslim, or by a body of Muslims 
whom you can count on your fingers, is 
intrinsically sound ? The way of approaching 
a guestion is not to examine the numerical 
strength of those behind the opinion, but to 
exarnine the soundness of the opinion on 
nnerits, or else we will never reach a so ution. 
and if we reach one, it willbe a blind solution 
smıply because it is the wish of the largest 
o y. İf the largest body goes wrong. it is 
up to me to say you are wronq and not to 

submit. ^ 


j. rnajority does not mean that 

ir^^• I opinion of even an 

mdıyıdual if it is sound. An individual's 

nnin-°^ should have greater vveight than the 

°ThTt7/’ 

IS my vıew of real democracy. • 


iüea of f 

uualion of province- 


.'ioııglıt of the 
' 'tio, o^ftıtrai 
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and coınmunal basis. He replied tha( since lî)2(> he 
was for provinces on a linguistic basis. 

As for redistribntion on a cnltural ))asis. ho did 
not reallj’^ know what it meanf and he ıva.s nnablc 
to understand hovv provinces couid be reeonstitutcd 
on conınnınal Jines unless there vas a suggc.slion 
that there should be inter-migration of the various 
eommunities to concentrate in particular arcas. İt 
seemed to him to be fantasticand impossible, “\Vc 
are not,” he said, “inhabiting a conntry ftıll of 
deserts and wastelands. We are a denselj’’ poptılafed '' 
country and I do not see the slightest chance for 
such redistribution.” 


“In that respect the Laiıoro Rc.solution is quit(‘ 
.sound— ■\rhere there is an obvious Muslini nıajority 
thej'’ should be allotved to con.stitutc a scjjai’ato 
State by themselves and that lıasbeenfully concedcd 
in the Bajaji formula or my formula. Tlıei'C is lun 
ınuch distinction betıveen thcnı. That light i*- 
eoneeded Tvithout the .slightest reserv’atıoi!. 
But if it means utterly independent sove- 
reignty so that there is to be nothing in 
common between the tvvo, i hold it is an 
impossible proposition. That means war to 

knife. it i.s not a proposition that rc-solvo'- ı 'f’i 
into a Yolıınta’y or friendly solntion. 

“Therefore, the Rajaji formula and nıy 
hare presented certain thing.": to »e ” ‘ 
hetv’een sovereign States. .5 ” ,h'- 

ouestion of onc party overbcaritm t le ^ } 

Ccntre having an orerhearJng ^ \ 

think our formula should be iin- 

theticnily examined and it .vculd 
formula concedc.s cvcrything 
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bc oonccdcd if we consider ourselves to be^ one 
lamiİy. Children of the same famıly, dissatisfied 
with one another by reason of change of religion, if 
t hey shoııîd separate, then the separation öhould 
be Whin ourselves and not separation in the face 
of tlıc wholo v'orld, When two brothers separate, 
they do not become enemies of one another in the 
oycs of the world. The vrorid will stili recognke 
t hem as brothor«.'’ 

A journalist <uid that some of the Nationalist 
MuHİims feit that the Congress through Mr Gandhi 
uıeeting Mr Jinıuıh had put thenı in a false position 
and that they ınight have to change their attitude 
io\viirds Indian nationalism. 

Mr. (Uııulhi replied that it was an estraordinary 
Niı^gestion. Nationalist Muslims were nationalists 
-iınply l)ecauhe they could not be otherwise. ‘‘I am 
a ııatioihdist/' he said, ‘*not in order to please 
anybody, but beeause I cannot be otherwise. And 
ıt i appruiithed the Qaidd-Azam, I approached hini 
tu the eonımon interests of myself and Nationalist 
Mubliıu*, and other Nationalists. Nationalist Muslims, 

far as I know, were delighted when I approached 
the Qaidd-Azam and were looking forward to a 
proper solution iu the eonfidence that I wouId not 
î^ell the interests represented by them. 

‘‘ündoubtedly, a Nationalist Müslim represonts 
the ııation, but he represents the Mu«^lims also who 
are a part of the nation. He would be gnilty of 
iU-lo\'ulty, if he sacriüces the Müslim interests. 
Jkat îuy nationalism has taught me that I would be 
emilty of disloyalty, if I sacrifice the interests of a 
-inele Indian,** 

A^ked U there was any dLfference between his 
p.ıcöent attitude towards the Müslim League demand 
.,ud the stand he took in 1942, Mr. Gandhi said: 
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“There is verj»^ great difference. In 1942, Hajaji had 
not ‘buTöt' on tlıe scene as lıe did at the Aga IChan 
Palace "vvith a concrete proposition. It reflects very 
great credit on his persistence. He never takes uj) 
a standpoint withoııt the fullest consideration and 
lıaving taken it up, he follo'vvs it to the hitterest 
end. He had abundant faith in ıny loyalty and lıe 
never gave me up as I have never given him up. 
When he found me in the Aga Khan Palace and 
presented the formula, I did not take even five 
ıninutes and I said ‘Yes’ becausef I saw it in a 
concrete shape. 

“My mind is narrövr. I have not read mudi 
literatüre. ■ I have not seen mudi of the world. T 
have concentrated upon certain thingş in life and 
beyond that I have no other interest. Therefore, I 
could not realize the meaning of Rajaji’s stand and 
I disliked it. But when he caıne with a concrete 
formula— 1 . nıyself a concrete being of fleşh and 
blood—and when he had put something in concrete 
shape, I felt I could hug it and touch it. There¬ 
fore, you see the vast di&rence betıvcen 1942 and 
today. However, thereby I have not departed 
frora the Congress standpoint in general terms. 
Congress has accepted self-determination and the 
Rajaji formula has also accepted the principle of 
sdf-deterniination and therefore the formula had 
become common ground.” 

Proceeding, Mr. Gandlıi explained that he accep¬ 
ted the principle ol Sovereign States, conslstent with 
friendliness. "Priendliness .suggests,*’ he said, “that 
before the whole ırorld we must act as one nation, 
not United by extraneous circuıustances, or united 
by force of British arms, but united by a greater 
force,, that is, our ovrn deterniined ıvill.” 
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MR G^NDHI S INTERVİEVV TO “NEVVS- 
CHRONİCLE ' ON 29th SEPTEMBER 1944. 


.Mr. GaıııUıi toUl nıe why with Mr. Jinnah 

iailcfl to prodiKc a 'iolntion of the Hindu-Muslim 
dİrftTfMK'Ci^. 


••1 could not accept the two nations 
basis. This was Mr. Jlnnah’s demand. 
He wants immediate recognition of the 
North-West Frontier Province, Sind, the 
whole of the Punjab, Bengal and Assam as 
sovereign and completely independent Pak¬ 
istan. " Uf Mı (raiKİhı tu .ififf to thıs ampu- 


ı.ıtın I litıüi tlif of İndı.ı \vithout Consulting 

tİK «i'hf'i't tlif ıııhabit mts h\ plebıscite. H 3 has 
ifjiıtf'l tlif U.ıjdfüpalacban formula. I asked 
Mı \\hit Ut' [jri‘[jared to recognLse as 

Pakı-iau cuul uu \vh<ıt i)a^ı>ı tiıere could he any hope 
! .iiiirruma 111 lutuM'. Ho tVtank and precise. 
iiı ifplu'd, “1 u.ıut tu ınake ıt eleaı that I belicve 
Mı liüuah 1*5 ^ııifeif. but l think he suSFering 
from hallaematıuu vvheıı he imagine^i that an ıın- 
uatuuıl diMMuu ot luduı euuld bringeither happiness 
ur ıU\ tti tlu‘pGopIr conoerned. It vvas ıny 

'-Uuu that puAuled there \vas the ^dfegua^*d 
1/a plt'bi'-'i'it ‘ iht'i* <*ould be ^mereiguty for the 
pıedoM ili ınth Mu-hm areas, but it ^hould be 
»u euiu[idneAl b^ buıal^ul aUiauee hotween Hindnstan 
and IbMd^tan Tlıeıe '^heııld be common poîicv 
aid a uoiking iurangenıent on foroign affaü\s, 
<İt tV h<m*. vu>nnuîui<Mti<)n‘ and-iıuilar matters, This 
îi}a'ûl»‘^îly \ital tu the tveliare of both paıla oi 
İndi t " TUK aııvuciement, Mr. Uandhi sıid, couh] 
nut uitlı th»‘ inteiiKil life of Muslims whı: 

uould not he -ubjeei ın uuy w.iy to Hindu domîn 


/ 
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atîon. Such a division -vvould not cıeate an artificial 
split between j)eoxîle who whatcver their religions 
faitlıs are descendcd from a comınon stock and are 
aîl Indians. “ünfortunately”. said Mr. Gandhi, 
“Mr. Jinnah would have none of it and asked ine to 
agree to tlıe principlc of t^vo nations entireîy 
seııarate.” ' I asked Mr. Gandhi if he had adopted 
this attitude bccause lıe thouglıt he could not ‘seli’ 
such a division to the country or because he thought 
it mong in principle. He replied, “Because it is 
fundaınentally vvroiıg iu j)riııciple. Tf I had thought 
Mr. Jinnah’s view was right even though the ■vvholö 
world were against me I would have accepted it 
personally and given hini nıy unquestioned allegi- 
ance.” I then asked îilı*. Gandhi, “If Mr. Jinnah 
agrced to your view of division, but insisted there 
should be no plebiseite or a plebiscite in -vv-hich onî}^ 
Muslims ıvould rote, ıvould you settie on this basis?” 
]\Ir. Gandhi ansıvered, “Never,. How could I 
agree in a jıensonal or aity other capacity to decide 
the future of millions of jıeople ıvithout their having 
anything to say about- their destinyl” “Whaf’^ 
I asked “ıvas 3 ’our impression of Mr. Jinnah’s 
attitude on the question of an interim National 
Government ıvhich j^ou outlined to me in Julvr* 
i\Ir. Gandhi replied : “Mr. Jinnah has said that 
lıc is deejıly interested in Independence, but it dia 
not seem to me that he set as great store by it as 
immediate recognition of the Pakistan he wants. 
Whereas, you see, my vieıv has been ah along thaT 
wc cannot be freo among ourselves until "vre 
free from imperial doınination. We have parted ^^ = 
friends. These daj's have not been -vrasted. V 
convinced that ^Mr. Jinnah is a good man ' I 
ive bhall mcet again. I' am a man of prare- ard 
I .shall pray for ımderstanding. Tn the meantin^ 
ıt ıs the duty of the public tn digest th- 
and bnng the ^ırcssure of their opinion upon'c- “ 



MR JINNAH'S STATEMENT AT A PRESS 
CONFERENCE HELD on 4th OCTOBER 1944 


“My attention has heen dra-n-n to Mr. Gandhi's 
Press statement which 'vvas published on Sept, 29 . 
It is a pity that he thinks that the presence of a 
third party hinders a solution. and it Avas A'ery 
painfiıl to* me \vhen he said, “A raind enslaved 
caınıot act as if it Avas free.’’ No j)OAVcr can enslaA'e 
tlıc mind and soul of man, and I aın sureiMr. Gandhi 
is the last person t j alloAA'his mind to be enslaA’ed. 
I do hope that he will got OA'er this depression from 
Avhiclı he is perpetually snffering. We haA'e to 
reach an agreement of onr oAvn and find a solution 
inspite of that third party. 


As regards the other matters, Mr. Gandhi has 
nııfortıınately initiated his jjropaganda in right- 
royal style, contrary to our joint statement. 

Apart from challenging the representative 
and authoritative status of the Müslim League 
he is İnciting Musalmans against me, and he 
keeps on repeating the assertion throughout 
his statement that he has met the essence of 
the Lahore resolution by vvhat he now calls 
his offer or offers in the shape of the Gandhi 
Rajaji formula and his own proposals which he 
put forth at the eleventh hour. Any intelli- 


gent mail can no\v .^ee that in sub.stance there is no 
difference betAAcen tlıe tAvo. Wlıat he calls his oAvn 
offer came after Iıe had rejected ah the e.ssentials 
of the Lahore re.'ülııtion, and the Oandhi-Kajaji 
tormuLı \sa^ shunted irom the \’eı \' commencement. 
Noav that the matter b 'ubject to’puldii- diseussion. 
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and aıs Mr. Gandhı is nıaking statenıoıt after 
stateıneni and giving intcrviews wlıiclı are .so 
ınisleading, I am compe’.led io deal with what he 
calls his offcr. Let US examine at least the 

main points • 

, 1. Immedlate grant of Independence to 
İndia as one singie nationa! unit. 

2 . Jnnnediate s^tting np of a national provi- 
sional interim government of his conception, as 
defined by him in his letter of September 15, which" 
is as folloAvs: A provisional interim government 

which will be responsible to the elected 
members of the present Assembly or a 
newly elected one. It will have ali fche powers 

Icss t-hosc of the Connnander-in-Chief durina th'* 
war, and full ]}Owers thereafter. Ti will be the 
anthority to give cffect to the agreeınent that maj' 
be arrived at betwecn the Congress and the League . 
By the by, it does not only recognise the e.vistence 
of a third party, but hands över to him ali the po- 
wers of the Co'.nmander-in-Chief during the war, and 
the Dcfence, which is the niost vital and overpower- 
ing Department. This clearly means the estab- 

lishment immediately of a Central unitary or 
Federal government in charge of the entire 
civil administration with an over>whelming 
majority of Hindus in the Legislature, which 
will be not less than 75 per çent., to which 
the Cabinet will be responsible. 

3. That v'hen such a government is established 
it v-ill be for this Government, so established, to 
frame the eonstitution of free india or it will set up 
an anthority vhich vill frame the eonstitution after 
the Britidi Po\ver is withdrawn. 
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4, That this National Government vrill drafb 
tlıe treaty and agreenıcnts as regards the administra- 
tion of matters of coınraon interest as now made 
elcar in vhat lıc ca’ls lıb own offer, namely, in 
matters snch as forcign affaiıs, defcnce, internal 
Communications, customs, commercc and the like 
vhich lıe maintains must necessarily continne to he 
matters of common interest nnder an efficient and 
• atisfactory administration of a Central authority 
or govemment. This can on!y mean that ali 
these vltal matters vvhich constitute the 
lifeblood of a State v/ill remain vested in 
the national federal govemment proposed by 
him, to vvhich finally full povvers and respon- , 
sibility for the Government of İndia vvili be 
transferred. İt is therefore clear that the 
National Government will be brought into 
full being, established, and \well in the saddle, 
according to these terms, \with an over- 
vvhelming and solid majority of Hindus, 
vvhich virtually vvould be a Hindu raj. 


5. Then we aıe asked to agrce to the most 
tortuous terms and accept the principle npon vvhich 
aıeas aıe to he demareatcd, namelv distıict-vvise, 
\vJicrein the Müslim popuîation is in an absoluto 
majority, ^v}ıiclı aoc-orclini' to Mr Gaudlıî means 
that onîy that district wiil reco^nized in wluch 
the Mu^Iiıns have somcthing like 75 per çent of 
31 adim popuîation: for he say^ that by absolute 
ınajoîit\' he means a< in Sİnd, Baluchistan or the 
XoîthA\V-t Frontier Provinoe, but according to Mr 
]\aja:zopdLu*h‘ui, an absolute nuıjorit}^ means as 
nn<itT-*tüod in legal parlanec. Apart from tho fact 
th it tîıe joirıt anthors ahcjdy difier, J find from 
the dictionaıy mcaning that it means ‘a majoritv 
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of ali memberfe of a body (incluclinp; üıose votiuiî 
and those not voting)”. 

6. That in areas tlıus demarcatcd, Mıcıcf u-ill 
be a proıniscnous plebiscite on tlıe basis of adıılf 
suffrage or otber practicable franchiso, und tlır 
form and the franchise will be decidcd’ again hy llıc 
National Government referred in abovo, nnlcâs ve 
can agree upon it beforehand, 

t 

İt is when we have agreed to ali these 
terms then alone comes the question of separ- 
atlon of those mutüated, broken areas again 
subject to further conditîons: (1) This matter, 
can onJy be considered after the termination 
of the war, and (2) after the transfer of full 
power and responsibiüty for the Government 
of India to this National Government, and it 
wiil be then that this National Government 
will set up a Commission for demarcating 
contiguous districts as stated above, and 
complete its work of sheer vandalism, espc- 
ciaily in the Punjab, Bengal, and Assam and 
then its findings will be given effect to by 
this National Government and if these poor 
areas so paralyzed desire to sever or separate 
from the all-india united, federal gövem- 
ment, fully and firmly established, then t e, 
must submit to and go through a 
cuous plebiscite, and if the verdi c^J^^ 
favour of the Muslims even then ad 

of vitaî împortance, such as fomign 

defence, internal communicatiof^. 
commerce and the like shall re 
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in and continue to be adminstered by a 
Central authority or Government. 

Tlıis i- \vlmt Mr OnıKİlıi calK a parfcition ov 
«livision l»et-wepn two brolhers, and it is reallv 
, anıaKİnîî tliat lıo should repcat ad nausem that ho 
İıas !>}■ his ofTor .satisfipd th»' eksence or substanco 
oj tiîc^ bahoıo vcHobıtion, It \vouId bc diffîcult to 
«onceîve of a nıore disinnennous, tortuous and 
rrookod as^ortion, whic-h ho kecps on rcpcatin*' 
naively. ‘ ” 


What ıs t İH' tısı- ot ımsİ0iulııı<4 pı-ople and makiın» 
ı-onfusıon worn- voııfoımdcd; If accept theso 
icrms, ıvhİPh prpsrnt u. with a vontahle trap and 
a slmifih of dı-allı, ıt mcans the bıırial of Pakistan 

But İ M-o sonu-ray of hope stili ıvhcn he says “If 
Kajujı and 1 lıave stultified tl,e Lahore rcMOİntion 

\V(* slıouUI l>t‘ * 


1 tned to do M), a- tar as Mr (bvndhi was 

•oıımned tor threo avoks, but lus admpııt is so 

lon-; staudıup aıul s,, chrouu' that ıt is beyond tİıe 
UMcli ot a plusifi.ııı ‘ 

1 iiopc tiıat ius ajıpoat lo the press and the 
pubh.- toedueateluu, lyiH J j j. 

loi: 

aıı onhuuEA luıjrtdi tike îiK-tiım- i^'n' 

pu‘s.uK-e ofiıis ••inıuM soıer." room m the 

l'V lıi< ınvıı „|. Iıv ,j„: 

;>« i< ın..;.; ':‘a;dr-'n 

l.ıueıume and the temis of botl. . • ı •! ? i ' 

duv o t İM Ot thcm 

I.-.horeies,;!,ai,„,. ‘'-"tMİs en,b,„ii,,l in the 
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Hitî coııtradictions and incon.«-istcn(*it‘s ovon in 
a single letter, lıowevc*r shorf, aır* lıpynnd ıneasıın*. 
and the sum total of ali llıat has ha])})fmt’d during 
the past four week.s pre.scmts ono with a Ciıinc'Sf 
puzzle. I win givo one instancc among^^t niiuıy: 

“Wiıcrc there is an obvious Ilfnsliın ınajorify, 
they should have the fulicst right to constitule 
theraselves into a separate State. But if it ınean>! 
utterly independcnt -■ovcroignty .so tliat there is 
nothing in common betvvcen the tw(), T hold 
it as an impossible })ropo.sition. Then it means a 
fight to the knife.’* 

Here is an apostle and a devotee of non-violenee 
tlıeatening us with a fight to the knife, and ae- 
cording to hini tlıe talks have only bcen adjourned 
sine die. But apart froın that, \vhat kind of 
separate States does lıe then eoncede to the obvious 
Muslini nıajority in their national homelands^ 

Mr Gandhi, perhaps under provoeation. again 
asserted that he has nev'or admittod the claiın ol 
the Muslini League a.s the onh’ authoritativc 
organization of the Mu.slims, and darkly hintted 
that there are other Muslini ora.ınizations with a 
large body of Muslini opinirm lıehind t hem wiıo 
do not see eye to eye ıvith the League and do not 
suppori the two-nation theory. Thereby he has 

again made an attempt to dlscredlt the Müs¬ 
lim League and disrupt the Mussalmans, 
for he knows that that is not true. Of om- 

no nation can attain iib.>oint<' and c"' .[»''•f' 
unaniınity, çent, jıer çent. 

İn one breath Mr Gandhi agrees to the 
principle of division, and in the next he 
makes proposals vvhich go to destroy the very 




foundations on which the division is claimed 
by MusUm India. On the one hand he wants 
a LeagueXongress agreement, and on the 
other he denies its representative character 
and authority to speak on behalf of the 
Mussalmans of India. Gandhiis an enigma.” 

Jlr Jiunah eluuidated a number of ques- 
lions ınıtby Prebsnıen regarding the bonndaries of 
the Pakistan State. He Avas a'^ked if any machinery 
\vouîd be .set up to deeide the case of predominantly 
non-}ilnsîinı i>order areas of their intention 
to join Pakistan or Hmdnstan. Mr Jinnah 
referred a questioner to the Lahore resolution 
\vhich stated that the division ^houkl be on the hasis 
of the preseni boundaries uf the six provinces, i.e. 
the North-\Ve•^t Frontier Provinee, the Punjah, 
Sind, Bengak Assam and Baluchistan, subject to 
territorial adjvıstments that might be necessary. He 
ompha^ised tlıe '‘snbject to’’ and oxplained 

that terntorial ad]u>tınenty did not apply to ono 
>ide onÎN but to both sides, liindustan and Pakistan, 
•‘i luade it ı le.ır,” Mr. Jinnah saici, “that if Tve 
.ıgret- on the fundamentals of the Lahore resolution 
then the c\ueition of deraarcating or defining the 
bound.uie^ eau be takeu uj) later in the same way 
as a qncstıon of boıındaries arising bctween twq 
nations iî-ftoi^ed. It \vill be like one Government 
negotiating with the other and arriving at a 
settlc’neıit. 

"But theıo vire no Govt'nnnents here,” interrupt- 
«.tJ a repoıter. Mr. Jinnah haki that the two 
imth-'i vould set ııp constilutiou making bodies 
whk h ^\ould deal with the ınattcr or oVen hefore 
that tlieyınjghtaniveat an agreement. “Is tliere any 
lıo-^MbiÜty of your raeoting ilr. Gandhi in the 
n'^ar Intuuk” he wa« a?ked. Mr. Jinnah said, “Mr. 


f 

\ 


GnadLi '■.ar? icat ji cicpena? on alıç innc'.r vöiot-. 
I Lare 20 adnisBİ02 i.:’xhr:T Tiiae.c. I cn-n7-:M sav.” 

The î‘Tjs:r-n Learn? Trcsihe.nî 'vra* a-ske»* v•hor.)î^^ 
Leha '3 nz-j çehem? for'liiıe coTi^f-itaröiors nf Pak 7 $t..nn. 
hlr. Jra^ah said 2haı Tnc- 'îirinnipir- fıf Trik7î:t.ai'. 

Füoüld De Srs: aeepprecl and î.hc $o.)î?mc- \-Dnld He 

forınnlaled 2hers2fr.er. Pıırr.bcr e^nlaininc tbe 
pDİnt, ITr. -Jix!rı..aü naferred ac a nreriMis oncsır.iDa,. 
ııameİT. "uhe aH?ene£ of r.onora'k.inc (^orennmoTiî:-- 
02 Hehalf of -Jndiîsr.an and Pfîkhîı.f 5 n. and ^;a.7d 
t'nat il T’v.s trne ıhcre vero no vle ‘inre‘ ö-ove.rn- 
ments. If the nrincinle of oîirieion -f; o-e-ont-ed 
then it follOTred ahat öoth rcinaustan and T-ak’i^tn-T; 
TTouid hare to chooseîheir cvn constît.nt.iö 7 ':-ınnkinc 

A. 

bodies. Tho?e Hodiee ns Tepreşsntine i'^c ^^ov-erod- 
rn States: ^pronld dsrd 'vith onostions ''iVAizris'. 
and nntnral relaTÜLins and dhlica-tioııe H'* 'ort-ne nf 
tlıs Tihy-scal oonıâanitT, and thev nınuid ıber. aa 
lAvo indenendent soversim Sta.T-sg—tTeo na-tiona— 
come to an arreernent on va.n;one nıar-ro-ns. 


■■ i tiVp 7 H^ o* on^ v"*n"lr 7 ‘'‘'-‘"oö: nf 

^ 4U.İ4.'2 ^ •- V 'C7i * »V,'» * ■<Jk. A V : J ^-v, s 

cpın* •* I ‘h •»^T'=‘ »O.*-f <2 

±J. w Î^İXj JL ^ W.^ w ^ « «.V ^ V,'k. \_ i i ^ 

in Sonih and Xcn:h Annenien^ ÎTev hare t.keir tne- 
aiies and anreenıents rioh recand to t.’ıeir nanton^l 
intereste. Eren eo. the States in Entope ıiave 
theİT cm agreenıc-uts rrîtk eack ot her ioî tnıdo, 
commerce. and eren alîiances. Tlioso ai'o. tlıinga 
that can be adjnsted. Agreoments and tıviitios a\r 
entere-d into eren betvreen tavo connli'ioa tUat baro 
no pbrrfcaî contiguity. Here, thc t\vo ualions aıy 
neighbours and hare phrsical contiguity.’' 

Earlîer, Hr. Jinuah said tliat one itnportant ipouo 
r-hich he had dealt wilh in his etatoıııcnt was 
\vliether the ofFer or ofFers ol' Jlr. Gandlıi htıvo 
either of them satisfîed the essonce or eubBİoncc 
of the Lahore resolution. Ho İmd explaiııed' the 



jiosition fuliy. “^Ir. Gandhi say$,” ilr. Jinnah 
added, ‘‘that if his formııla or Rajagopalachari's 
formııla stııltified the Lahore Resohıtion, then 
thev should be edııcated. To that my ansyrer : 
‘I lıavc ınade ıny contribution for 21 days and am 
ptili ınaking that contribution; and, so far as the 
public is concerned, I hope it will not fail on deaf 
enrs.’ Mr. Gandhi in his statements and interviews 
' has attcınpted to discrcdit the League and cau'^e 
disruption aınong Mussalmans^ I naturallj’ resent it 
and he N^ill gct his ans'vvcr/' 



MR. dlNNAH’S INTERV1EW TO THE 
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE “NEVVS 
CHRONİCLE”, LONDON,ON 
4th OCTOBER 1944. 

“There is only one practical, realistle way 
of resolving Muslim-Hindu differences. 
This is to divide India into the two sovereign 
parts of Pakistan and Hindustan by the 
recognition of the whoIe of the North-West 
Frontier Province, Baiuchistan, Sind, Punjab, 
Bengal and Assam as sovereign Müslim 
territories as they now stand, and for each 
of us to trust the, other to give eguitable 
treatment to Hindu minorities in Pakistan 
and Müslim minorities in Hindustan. We 
are prepared to trust twenty-five million 
Muslims to them if they will trust us." 

This view was expressed to me to-day by îHr. 
Jinııah in a two and a half hour conv^ersation on 
his talka with ^Ir. Gandhi. “The offer ınade to 
us”, said ]\Ir. Jinnah, “is an insult to intelligence. 
I was asked to agreo to a plebiscite where Muslims 
are not in absdlute mujority. What -vvas meant 
by absolute nıajority? I asked Mr. Gandhi. His 
reply meant that only where we are more than 
sevmnty per çent cf the entire population should 
we be given control without a vote. In this he 
differed from Mr. Rajagopalacharî, who said we 
should accept the legal definition of absolute 
majority, which means fifty-one per çent of the 
entire population of an eleetion area, includinf^ 
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Constitution ımder wlıiclı such. a Federation v/onld 
work. These are matters of fundaraental impor- 
tance. How could I agree to the scrappitıg of 
the present Constitution and franiing of a ne\y 
one as a substitute, as proposed by Mr, Gandhi 
on the basis of a united India deınocratic, parlia- 
mentary Government which would comc into 
operation at önce. If we agree to tlıis, the ques- 
tion of Pakistan vould be shelved to Doomsday 
and practically buried. That is vrkat Mr. Gandhi 
•vvanted me to "do. ‘If yotı do not give me wbat 
I vrant’, says İMr. Gandhi, ‘I will reserve the right 
to resort to mass civil disobedience.’ I cannot 
be accused of being pro-British. îîo Indian Tvorthy 
of the name wants foreign domination. But don t 
jmu see that if I agreed to join this threat, it 
could only be by my accepting the. Congress 
denıands, which are ojjposed to Pakistan, and if the 
British Government surrendered, Müslim îndia 
would be faced not only by Hindu nıajority rule 
but a Hindu raajority triumphant with British 
co-operation. K jSIr. Gandhi does not mean to 
resort to civil disobedience, he should say so and 
■vvithdravr the August Resolution. He doesn’t lyith- 
draw it. He rc-emphasizes it. The fact is the 

Hindus want some kind of agreement v/hich 
will stili give them some form of controi 
över Muslims. They will not reconcile 
themselves to our complete independence. 
There was another fundamenta.l obstacle in our 
^vay. Mr. Gandhi talked in his pensonal capacity, 

I as the P^-esidcnt of the Müslim League. 1 told 
him:if we agree and my Committec rejects the 
agreement, I am diseredited, If your Committec 
turns you down, yo- can say I -vvas talking aa an 
individual and you are as you were. Mr. Gandhi 
hasalso said that the presence of the Briti.^h 
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im} 3 edes our agreement. There are some British 
who do not want agreement, but there is nothing 
to prevent ns agreeing. We have free minds and 
sonis. No power can frustrate our coming to 
any agreement in ten minutes if the Müslim claîm 
to" complcte independence is recognized. Then 
only ^vc shall have true co-operation between 
and Hindu. It will be freely giren by 
men who are masters in their own houses and 
not because one is sı^bject t o the domination of 
another and must therefore submit to the other’s 
point of view/* 



MR. JINN^H’S INTERVIEW TO THE REPRE- 
SENTATIVE OF THE -DAILY WORKER’' 
LONDON ON 5TH OCTOBER 1944. 


Tn reply to ihe request of tlıc Correspondeni 
to explain tlıe Pakistan deınand to non-Muslinı 
lovers of fi’eedom Mr. Jinnah said; -To under- 

stand the Pakistan demand in its full signifi- 
cance it is to be borne in mind that the six 
Provinces, viz,, N.VV.F.P., Baluchistan, Sind, 
the Punjab in the North-West, and Bengal 
and Assam in the North«East of this sub- 
continent, have a population of 70 miUion 
Muslims and total population of Muslims 
would not be less than 70 per çent. 

The rest is composed of Hindııs, İribal pcojdo and 
untoııchablcs. Tt is in thesc zones tliat Muslİıns 
wislı to estahlish Pakistan as an indepondent 
State.'* 

How İG Paki.^tan the Muslims' demaj)d for 
freedom? a.sked the Correspondent. Mr. Jinnah 
replied; “It is the Muslbns" demand for freodom 
became Muslims in Pakistan want to hc ablc to 
establish thcir own real dcmıocratic popular Ooveriı- 
raent. This Government will have the sanc- 
tîon of the mass of the population of Pakis¬ 
tan and wlll funetion with the will and sanc- 
tion of the entire body of people in Pakistan, 
irrespeetive of caste, creed or colour," 


Will Pakistan have any neiyhbourlv' relation 
with Hindustan? asked the Corre^pondent a"airı. 
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Mr. Jinnalı said: . “Certainly Pakistan will 
lıave neighboıırly relations with Hindustan iike 
anv other two independent national States. T 
haVe said so several times. We Tvili say “Hands 
off India”, to ali outsiders. Pakistan will not 

tolerate any outside design or aggression 
on this subcontinent. We will observe some- 

thing Hke Monroe Doctrine.” Asked about the 
British Government’ö attikıde toTvards his demand, 

Mr, Jinnah said. “British die-hard ruling dass 

v/i!l be more opposed than anybody else to 
Pakistan materialising because, in my judg- 
ment, that is the only way of getting free- 
dom İn the guickest and surest way. 

Tlıey know it. Irı their secret dispatches, state- 
ments and documonts they havc nıade it clear 
since India Bili was întroduced and whcn Crown 
assuıncd the Government of India, that when they 
say United India, they mean perpetnation of British 
Imperialist doınination They bave kept ns on that 
üne for nearly a eentury. They try to put 

Hindus and Muslims together artificially and 
unnaturally dangling in front of the idea of 
Hindu India or united democratic parliament- 
ary Government for India as one national 
unit. İt is impossible. İt is only a manoeuvre 
to give them ultimately firm ground for 
saying as they did when enaeting the 
Government of India Act 1935 that 'vye 
cannot allov/ progress and v/elfare of India to 
be delayed because of your guarrels and we 
as chosen of God, have a mission and cannot 
wait tili you agree. Therefore we will enact 
constitution and impose it upon the conflict- 
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ing elements as overlords'. İn such a cc'*-?* 
titution neîther Hindus nor Muslims ncr 
other section of the people will be f~ee '' 
independent.” 




APPEND1X A. 

LAHORE RESOLUTİON (1940) OF THE 
ALL INDIA MÜSLİM LEAGUE 


•‘While apjîi'oving and cndorsing the action 
laken by the Council and the Working Conımittee 
of the Aîl India !Mns!iın League, as indicated m 
thoir resolutions dated the 27th of August, 17th 
and ISth of Scptember and 22nd of October 1939, 
and 3rd of Febrnary 1940 on the constitutional 
issne, this Session of the Ali Tndia ^luslim League 
eınphatically reiterates that the scheme of federa- 
tion eiîibodied in the Government of India Act, 
198.), is totally unsuited to, and un-vvorkable in 
tlıe peculiar conditions of this country and is 
altogetlıer nnacccptable to IMuslim India, 

11 furtlıer rccords its cmpbatic vievr that whilo 
the declaration dated the 18th of October 19.39 
îuadc by the Viceroy on bchalf of His Majcsty’s 
(7ovcrnjnent is reassnring in so far as it dcclares 
that the policy and plan on -îrhich the Government 
of India Act, 19.3.0, is based will be reconsidorcd 
in consultation vrith the various parties, interosts 
and communitics in India, Ilusüm India will not 
be satisfied unlecs the whoIe con.stitutional plan 
is reconsidcred de novo and that no revised i)Ian 
would be acceptable to the Muslim.s nrılc.ss it ia 
fromed v’ith their .approval and consejıt. 


Kesolved that it i*, the the oon.sidered vifnv 
of this Session of the Aîl India Müslim Um, 
that no oonsliiutiona] plan would be makable in 
this country or aecptable to the Mtıslim.s i* 
İt ıs deslgncd on tho follramg principln, 
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APPEND1X C. 


Mr. Gandhi's Proposal Dated 24th Sept. 1944. 


“The areas should İje demarcated by a Commis- 
.‘iioıi approvcd by the Congross and the Leagnc. The 
n'islıcs of tlıe inhabitants of the ai’eas demarcated 
î'hould l)c ascertaincd throngh the votes of the 
adult pöpulation of the areas or through some 
equivalcnt method. 

If the vote is in favour of separation it shall be 
agreed that tlıese areas shall form a separate State 
as soon as possible after India is free from foreign 
domination and can therefore be constituted into 
two sovcreign independent States. 

There shall be a treaty of separation which 
should also provide for the efficient and satisfac- 
tory administration of foreign alfairs: defence, 
internal Communications, customs, commerce and 
the like, •vvhich must necessarily continue to be 
matters of common interest between the contraeting 
partics. 


The treaty shaU also contain terms for safcguartl- 
ing the rights of minorities in the two States. 


Immcdiatel}' on the acceptance of this agrecment 
by the Congress and the League the ,two shall 
decide upon a common course of aetion for the 
attainment of indepondence of India. 


The League will howe\mr be fres to i’emain out 

o aıu direet aetion to whİQİı the Congress may 

resort and m which the League may not be willing 
to pnrtıcıpatc. ^ 



APPEND1X D. 


JAGAT NARAIN LAL'S RESOLUTİON OF THE 
ALL INDİA CONGRESS COMMITTEE 

‘'The A,-I,C.C. is of the opinion that any propo- 
sal to disintegrate India by the gîving liberty to any 
component State or terrilorîol unît to secede from 
the Indian Union or Federation Tvill be hiddv 
detriınental to the best interests of the peO])le of 
llıe different States and provinces and the conntry 
as a n'hoJe, and the Congress, thercfore, cannor 
agrec to any snch proposaî/* 



APPENDIK E. 

AUGUST 1942 RESOlUTİON OF THE ALL 
INDIA CONGRESS COMMITTEE. 

“Tlıe All-Tndia Congres.s Coınınittoo ha< givon thc 
most caroful consideratioıı to Ihc rofcrcncv* nıade t o 
it. hy tho Working Commiiiee in tliv ir rc.'-oluîion 
daled July 14, J942, and to .snl)r;c>qnrnt cvont<. 
incinding tlıe devclopnıent of thc war pitnation. 
thc nttoranccs of rcspon.siblc pjıokesnıon of tlıe 
British Government, and tlıe eomnıents and oriticisms 
nıade in Iııdia and abroad. The Comnıiltce apjıroveı 
of and endorses that resolution, and is of opinion 
tliat events subseqncnt to it lıave givcaı it furtlur 
justitication, and havo nıade it clear that t he inıınc- 
diate cııding of British rnle in India is an lirgent 
neeossitv, both for tlıe sakc of India and for 
tlıe success of tlıe canpc of tlıe United 
Nations. The continuation of that n;le isdegradint: 
and enfcebling India and nıaking her progressively 
less capable of defending herself and of coniribııting 
to tlıe cau.se of vorld frcedonı. 


“The Committec has vUvvd ıvillı disınay thc 
deterioration of the situation on thc Knssian and 
Chinese fronts and convey.s to the Rnssian aıul 
Chinese peopics its high apjıreeiation of their 
heroism in dcfcnce of their fre^dom. This increasiım 
jıeril makes it incunıbent on ali thusj who strivc 
for frcedonı and ıvho synıpathisc .vith the vietinıs 
of aggre.ssion, to exanıino the fomıdations of thc 
policy so far pursued by the Allied Nations, ıvhich 
lıave lod to rcjıoated and disastrons failine, İt is 
not by adhering to sneh aims and policies and 
nıethods that faihıre e.ın be corıverted into success, 
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for past cxperience has sho^n that faîlure is inhercnt 
iuthcm, These policies havv been based not on 
frcedora so ınuch as on the domination of subjoct 
and Colonial countries, and fche continuation of the 
Imperialist tradition and method. The possesion 
of Erapire, instead of adding to the strength of the 
nıling power, has become a bnrden and a curse. 
İndin, the classic land of modern İmperialistn, has 
become the crux of the question, for by the freedom 
of India will Britain and the United Nations be 
judged. and the peoples of Asia and Africa be filled 
\vith hope and enthıısiasm. 

“The ending of British rule in this country is 
thus a vital and immediate issne on \vhich depcnd 
the fnture of the -vvar and the success of freedom and 
dcmocracy. A free India ■will assure this success 
by throwing ali her great resonrces in the struggle 
for freedom and against ths aggression of ÎSlazism, 
Fascisın and İmperialisın. This AviU not only affect 
materiallj- the fortunes of the n-ar, but will bring 
ali subjeet and oppressed humanity on the side of 
the United Nations, and give these nations, rvlıope 
aUy India n ould be, the moral and spiritnal Isadcr- 
ship of the n-orid. India in bondage will continue 
to be the symbol of British İmperialism and the 
taint of that imperialism 'vvill affect the fortunes of 
ali the United Nations. 

“The peril of today, therefore, neccssitates the 
independsnee of India and the ending of British 
domination. No fnture promises or guarautees can 
affect the preseni situation or meet that peril. 
They eaimot producs the nccded ps3-chological oflect 
on the mind of the masses. Onlj' the glow of 
freedom no\v can release that energy and enthusiasm 
of millions of people -n-hich \vill immodiately trans- 
form the nature of the war. 


4 



“TJuî A.I.C.C.. Ihoroforc, v.-itlı ali emj)ha- 

''is thc dcmand for Iho ^vit.hd^a^val of Ihe British 

pov.'er from India. On thc dcclanıtion of India's 

indepcndcncc, a })iovi.sional GovcrnmenL will ])e 

fonncd and free Tndia ■çsiil bccome an allv of thc 

% 

ünitaîd Nations. sharing with them in thc trials and 
tribnlaJions of Ihc jüint cnlerprisc of Ihc .strngglc 
for frecdonı. The provisional Government can 
only be formed by the co-operation of tho principnl 
])artics and groujjs in thc country. It will thus 
be a composite Government, repre.seutative of ail 
important scction.s of tlıc pcoplc of India. Its 
jırimary fnnelions nıust be to defend India and 
resist aggre.ssion %vith ali the anned as weU as thc 
non-violent foi‘cc.« at it.s command, togethei' ■vvilh 
ils Allied Po\vcı\s, and to promote tlıe 'vvell being 
and jM'ogrcss of tiıo \Yorkcr.s in the fields and facto- 
lies and else\vlıere to ndıom es'cntiaUy ali powcr 
and anthority nuıst belong. The provisional 
Government will cvolvc a scliome for a constituent 
assembly which will preparc a consLitntion for the 
Government of India aaccptab'.e to ali seetions 


of thc peopic. This constitution, according to the 
Congress view, should be a federal one, with the 
largest measure of autonomy for the federating 
nnils, and with the residuary powers vesting in 
these Tinits. The futurc rclations between India 
and the Allied Nations will be adjnsted by represen- 
talivcs of ali thc.se free countries confenâng tesether 
for thcir nnıtual advantage and for their co-opera- 
tion in the common task of resisting aggression. 
Freodom vrill cnable India to re.sist aggres&ion 
cffcctively wi(h thc peojde’s united -vvill and streneth 
behind it. 


“The freedom of India must be the symbol of 
and ])relndc to thi.s freedom of ali other Asiatic 
natîons under foreign domination. Burma, Malaya 
İndo-China, the Dntch Indies, Iran and Traq my«t 
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also attain their complete freedom. Tt nuıst Ik/ 
clearly ımderstood that such of these countries ay 
are under Japanese control no w ınust not snbse- 
qucntly bc placed ıtndcr tho rule or control of any 
other Colonial Power. 

‘‘Wlıile the A. I. C. C. mnst primarily be coııcerned 
with the independence and defence of İndia in thiy 
hour of dangeı, the Comınittee is of opinion that 
the future peace, security and ordered progress of 
the world demand a world federation of free nations, 
and on no other basis can the probleıns of the 
modern würld be solved. Sueh a world federation 
\vould en&ııre the freedom of its constitnent nations, 
the pıevention of aggression and exploitation b}^ 
one nation över another, the protcction of national 
minorities, the adyancement of ali backward arca s 
and peoples, and the pooling of the Avorld’s resource^ 
for the common good of aU. On the establishmcnt 
of .s II ch a d fedez'a t i on, disarznament n'ouîd be 

practicable in ali countries, national armies, navies 
and a ir forces would no loager be necessary, and a 
world federal defence force Avoııld keep the w’orld 
peace and prevenl aggression. 

‘‘An independent india \vo\ild gladly joiıı buch 
a \vorld federation and co-operate on an equal basis 
\Tlih other countries in the solution of international 
problems. 

t 

“SuoL i\ f‘*deratioı\ shonld be öpen to ali nation^ 
who ayreo \vith it-j fundamcntal princip'os. Tu 
vie\v of the war, however, tlıe federation lunst 
inevitably, to begin with, be confined to the United 
Natioııt, iu' b a step laken no\v will baee a most 
j)ü«eıful efieet on the waı-, on the peoyles of the 
A\îs eomıtıies, and ou the peaec to coııi". 

“The Coııınıittee rc^retfully realize^, ho\vever, 
that despit“ the tragjc and overwhelming lessons of 
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the "v^'ar and t he perils that overhtuıi' tho \voi‘l(l. 
tlıe Gorernments of fe\v coımtries are yet prepared 
to take this inevitable step towards wovld tederntiou. 
The reactions of the BritisU GovTrnıncnt and the 


ıniso’uided eriticisin of the forei^n Press aiso nnvko 
it clear that eren the obvious demand for İndia’s 
independence is resisted, though this has been 
raade essentialh'to ıneet tlie present peril and t o 
enable India to defend hersolf and help China and 
Kııssia in their hour of need. The Coınıniltee is 


anxious not to embarrass in any \v&y the defence of 
China or Russia, whose freedoın is prccious and 
ınnst be preserved, or to jeopardise the defensive 
capacity of th"^ United Nations. But the poril 
grows both to India and these nations, and inaetion 
and submissioıı to a foreign administration al (his 
stagc is not only degrading India and rcducıug her 
capacity to defend hersolf and resist aggression, Inıt 
is no answer to that growing peril and is no service 
to the peopics of the United Nations. 'J’lıe earnost 
appeal of the Working Committee to Great Britain 
and the United Nations has so far met \viti\ no 


rc.sponse and the criticisms madc in many foreign 
quarters have shown an ignorance of İndia’s and 
the vrorld’s need, and somotimes even hostiÜty to 
india’s freedoın, \vhich is signifiicant of a mentalitv 
of dominatlon and racial snpeviorit.y whie.h cannot 
be tolerated by a proud people consoions of (heir 
strcngtlı and of the justice of their cans{‘. 


“The A. I. C. C. \voiild yet again, at this last 
moment, in the intorest of world freedoın, ronew 
this appeal to Britain and the United Nations. But 
the Committee feels that it is uo knger jıu'.tided 
in holding the nation lıack from endeavouring t» 
assert its will against an imperialist and authori- 
tarian Government which dominates över it and 
prevents it from funetioning in its o\vn interest 



and in the interest of humanity. The Committee 
resolves, therefore, to sanction for the vindication 
oflndia’s inalienable right to freedom and indep- 
endence, the starting of a mass strnggle on non- 
violent Jines on the widest possible scale, so^ that 
the ‘ country nıight ntilîze ali the non-vîoîent 
‘itrength it haç gathered during the last 22 yeors 
of pcaceful stroggle. Such strnggle must inevîta- 
]}ly be under the İcadership of Gandhiji and the 
Coınmittee reqnests him to take the lead and 
guide the nation in the steps to be takcn. 

*‘The Commîttoe appeals to the people of 
İndia to face the dangers and hardshîps that 
will fail to their lot Mdth courage and endurance, 
and to hold together ımder the İcadership of Gandhiji 
and carry out his înstructîons as disciplined 
soldiers of İndian freedom. Thcy must rcmembcr 
that non-violence is the hasis of this movemcnt. 
A time may come whcn it not be possible 

to issuo instructions or for instructions to reaeh 
our pcoplc, and when no Congress Committees can 
fımctiou. Wlıen this ha])pens every man and 
Avoman who is participating in this movement 
must fımctiou for himself or herself \Tİthîn the 
four corners of the general instructions issucd. 
Every indian who desircs freedom and strives 
for it must be Ihs own guide urging him on along 
the hard road whero therc is no resting place 
and whieh leads nltimately to the inıiependence 
and dehveranee of Indra. 

‘‘Lastly, ıvhilst ıhe A. 1. C. 0. has stated its 
o\vu view of the futnre governanco under free 
İndia, the A. I. C. C. \vishes to make it ouite 
elear to ali eoncerued that by embarking ou mass 
-truggle, it has no intention of gaining power for 
the Congress. The power, when it comes, will 
belong t o the whole people of india*'. 




